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C0 seit T TOPICS. 


Ovr rzapeRs will have observed that the Select Com- 
tittee of the House of Commons on Land Titles and 
Transfer “ to inquire and report whether any and what 
tteps ought to be taken to simplify the title to land and 
to facilitate the transfer thereof, and to prevent frauds 
‘@ purchasers and mortgagees of land,” was re-appointed 
Wednesday ovening. We have no doubt that the 
Results of the further investigation which will now take 


o do not desire to appear as 
be able to furnish suggestions of 





We recrer to have to return to the subject we men- 
tioned last week of the curious notice which has been 
posted in the Record and Writ Clerks Office relating to 
the inability of the Clerks of Records and Writs to 
retain the documents deposited in old suits, but 
we cannot learn that anything has yet been done to 
allay the feeling of alarm caused in many quarters by 
the vagueness of the terms of the notice. On the-other 
hand, we have reason to believe that the notice is being 
acted on, and that documents are being delivered out to 
applicants; and we would hint to solicitors who may 
have documents deposited in suits twenty or thirty 
years old, about the custody of which anxiety is felt, that 
a@ call at the office may not be an undesirable 
precaution. Speaking without knowledge of the 
reasons which may be hidden in official bosoms, 
we must confess great surprise at the course 
which has been taken in this matter. Here is an office, 
which, no doubt, is now and has long been pressed for 
room, but is about to move into new and (it is generally 
understood) more extensive and commodious buildings ; 
yet, while the Clerks of Records and Writs have been 
able to retain the documents in old suits during their resi- 
dence in the old and inconvenient building, they use the 
fact of their approaching removal to new and convenient 
premises asa reason for no longer retaining the documents! 
We rather fail to see the force of this reasoning. But 
what the profession would most like to know is on what 
evidence of ownership the documents are being handed 
out? It may be said that the names of the solicitors of 
the depositing party can easily be ascertained. But the 
answer is obvious ; it does not follow that the party who 
deposited is the party now entitled to the custody of the 
documents deposited. The documents were deposited to 
abide the event of the suit, and the event of the suit may 
have been such as to deprive the party depositing of all 
right to the custody of the documents. 


THE OPINION we ventured to express (22 Soxrcrrors’ 
JournaL, 815) that the decision of the Chief Judge in 
Ea parte Foster (26 W. R. 834) could not stand along 
with the reasons given by the Court of Appeal for their 
decision in Ex parte Stephens (26 W. R. 136), has been 
fully justified by tiie result of the appeal in Ex parte 
Foster on Thursday last. Lord Justice Thesiger, who 
delivered the judgment of the Court of Appeal, said (as 
we had pointed out) that the premiss on which the judg- 
ment in Ha parte Stephens was founded was this—that 
where 4 trustee in a bankruptcy disclaims, there, by the 
joint operation of the disclaimer and the provisions of the 
Act, the term is to be deemed for all purposes to have 
come to an end on the day of the appointment of the 
trustee—or, in other words, the trustee is placed in the 
position of never having had any estate at all. But from 
that premiss the logical and legal conclusion is, not 
merely that a severance by the trustee of fixtures after 
the disclaimer (as in Ex parte Stephens) is wrongful, but 
that any severance which has taken place after the date 
when the term is put an end to for all purposes, and by 
a person who, like a trustee, is in the position of never 
having had any interest in the term, must necessarily be 
wrongful ; and the court therefore reversed the decision 
of the Chief Judge. The resultis that it can no longer be 
considered to be the duty of trustees in bankruptcy to 
sell the fixtures before disclaiming, and landlords will be 
relieved from the loss which this doctrine would have 
inflicted on them. 





Tux. Easrern nrock of the building which is to 
accommodate the Superior Courts is to be occupied 
by the Chancery Registrars, the Chancery Taxing 
Masters, the Report Office, the Chancery Paymaster, 
the Masters of the Common Law Divisions, and 
the Record and Writ Office, or the new office 
whieh is to be established by an —s of 
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the last-named office with the offices of the Commen 
Law Divisions. One reason why the occupation by some 
or all of.these offices has not already taken place is that 
the building is still in the hands of the contractors, and 


that until it is by them handed over to the Board of 
Works the necessary furniture and fittings cannot be 
removed into the several rooms. When, however, the 
building has been handed over—a transaction which may 
any day take place—some short time must elapse before. 
the fittings and furniture can be carried in, and: the 
rooms dried so as to make them fit for occupation. 
There is, therefore, no probability that any removal can 
take place before the offices re-open after the Christmas 
Vacation. It is obvious that the transfer to the 
new building of books and papers, all of which 
are of a very important and valuable description, 
cannot take place except under the superintendence 
of those in whose charge they are placed, and 
that the operation, whenever it takes place, must be a 
work of time. It would seem, therefore, that the 
removal cannot take place before the Easter Vacation. 
It is essential that three of the departments mentioned 
above should be removed at one and the same time. We 
refer to the Chancery Registrars Office, the Chancery 
Paymaster’s Office, and the Report Office; and as the 
Paymaster’s Office is open every day in the year except 
Sundays and Bank holidays, convenience points to 
Easter Monday as the day on which to begin the re- 
moval, all other things being prepared beforehand. 





Ir 1s worTHY oF NoTE that no designation has yet been 
authoritatively settled for the structure which is to 
afford accommodation for all the Divisions of the 
High Court and the Court of Appeal, and it is 
greatly to be feared that, after our usual fashion, 
we shall drift into some unmeaning and unworthy 
name. In the draft of some General Orders not yet 
promulgated we have observed that the building 
is spoken of as “The New Law Courts.” It is 
to be regretted that a designation which would so 
soon cease to be appropriate should be attached to the 
structure. If “ Palace of Justice” is too high-sounding 
a name, why not call the building the ‘Supreme Court- 
House” ; or if that is still too grand, ‘‘The Law Courts” 
would be better than “The New Law Courts.” 





We regret to learn that the Master of the Temple has for 
the Jast few days been seriously indisposed. 


The American legal journals announce the death of Mr. 
Hilliard, the well-known legal writer, who died at his resi- 
dence, Worcester, Mass., on the 9th ult. He was born at 
Cambridge, Mass., in 1806, and after his admission to the 
bar practised for some years. He was at one sime a judge of 
the Massachusetts Insolvency Court, and also sat in the 
Massachusetts Legislature. But he was best known to 
the profession by the legal treatises bearing his name, com- 
prising treatises upon Elements of Law (a second edition of 
which in two volumes has just been issued), Injunctions, 
Bankruptcy, Contracts, Mortgages, New Trials, Taxation, 
Torts, Remedies for Torts, Real Property, Sales, Vendors, 
~ several of which have passed through from two to four 

itions. 


Mrs. Belva Lockwood, says the Albany Law Journal, who 
is an attorney at law in full communion with the Washington 
bar, went, a few weeks ago, into the court of Judge 
Magruder, of the Seventh Judicial Circuit of Maryland, and 
there attempted to act as an attorney, But the court would 
not permit her to do so, but ungallantly lectured her after 
this manner: “ God,” said he, “ has set a bound for woman. 
She was created after and is a part of man. The sexes are 
like the sun and moon moving in their different orbits. The 
greatest seas have bounds, and the eternal hills and rocks 
that are set above them cannot be removed.” When the 
court finally adjourned, Mrs. Lockwood attempted to address 
the ladies and gentlemen who were present, but a bailiff 
prevented her from making any speech in the court room. 
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THE JUDICIAL PAMPHLETS, 


appearance of two pamphlets, both written by learneg 
judges of great eminence, and both intended as replies 
to attacks on the writers. Although differing widely in 
literary merit, both pamphlets are written with uncom. 
mon ability and vigour, and both deal with questions of 
considerable legal interest. 

The dccasion which has called forth the Lord Chigp 
Baron’s pamphlet’ is well known. A report appeared in 
a newspaper of some observations which the leameg 
judge was said to have used in conversation, with 
reference to the decision of the Judicial Committee in the 
Ridsdale case. Thereupon he wrote to the Lord Chap. 
cellor, and received in reply a letter intimating that the 
course he had taken ‘was a serious departure from 
what has been hitherto considered to be the obligation 
of a Privy Councillor,” and stating that the order of 
the 20th of February, 1627, which provides that ‘‘ when 
the business is carried according to the most voices, no 
publication is afterwards to be made by any man how the 
particular voices and opinions went,” had al 
been held to regulate the sittings of the Privy Coungil 
for judicial business. Three months ‘after this corres- 
pondence, an order was made which, after reciting the 
order of 1627, provided “‘that the ancient rule and 
practice of the Privy Council be strictly adhered to, 
respected, and observed in all appeals, causes, or matters 
referred by her Majesty to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council or to any other committee or assembly of 
the Privy Council, and that no disclosure be made 
touching the matters treated in Council, and no publica. 
tion made by any man how the particular voices an? 
opinions went.” 

This is the view which the Lord Chief Baron sets 
himself to demolish; but a good deal of what he says 
appears to have no reference either to the order or the 
correspondence. The Lord Chancellor did not seem t 
* suggest, when he spoke of “ the obligation of the Privy 
Councillor,” that the Lord Chief Baron had committed any 
breach of his oath as a Privy Councillor, for he proceeded 
immediately to refer to the order of 1627. Yet the 
learned judge is at much pains to demonstrate—what 
we think is sufficiently obvious—that the oath of the 
Privy Councillor has no reference to judicial proceedings: 
transacted in public. We think every one will agree 
with the learned judge that no “ Privy Councillor, when 
taking a solemn oath to keep secret matters touching 
the Queen’s counsel, could ever dream that he was 
swearing to keep secret the arguments and the judg- 
ment openly and publicly heard and pronounced in cases” 
such as come before the Judicial Committee. But did 
any one ever suggest that this was the effect of the 
oath ? If not, we fail to see the relevance or importance 
of this part of the learned Chief Baron’s pamphlet. 

But another part of his pamphlet is exceedingly re 
levant. We have never hesitated to say that we think 
the rule adopted by the Privy Council of not pro- 
mulgating dissentient opinions is a good one in the case 
of a court of final appeal. We venture to think, with 
Lord Selborne, that in the case of a court from which 
there is no further appeal, the judgment should always 
be an authoritative one, free from the expression of 
individual opinions calculated to detract from its weight. 
A final tribunal which gives forth an uncertain sound 
is a very unsatisfactory institution. Moreover, the fach 
that but one judgment can be delivered is likely t» 
exercise a beneficial influence on the care with which the 
judgment is prepared. It may be that the minority of the 
judges will devote more pains to finding out and laying 
bare the weak points in the draft judgment of the 
majority than they would if they were at liberty publicly 
to state the view which occurred to them, and it seems 
certain that the majority will be more anxious t& 
— and give effect to the opinions of the minority 
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ns for themselves. But while maintaining this 
we have always regretted that both in the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s letter and in the order, the rule now laid 
down afresh should have been based on the Order 
of 1627. By taking this course there has been left 

a mode of attack of which the learned Lord 

Baron has not been slow to avail himself. He 
toes the history of this order, showing that’ “on 
the very day of the date of the ordinance, a num. 
per of defaulters in the contribution to a forced 
joan in Essex, by an order of the day before, were 
compelled to appear before the’ Privy Council, and 
ay contribution to this forced loan three of the 
commissioners, Sir Harbottle Grimstone, Sir Paul 

g, and Robert Sandford, resisted and re- 
fused”; and the learned writer .complains that 
“ypon the authority of an ordinance disinterred from 
among the buried records of the worst days and the 
worst tyrannies, and the most lawless and offensive ex- 
actions of money of his subjects without the authority 
of Parliament by that misguided monarch Charles I.” 
should be applied to ‘‘silence the judges in the perfor- 
mance of their duties in the second great court of the 
valm.” We think there is ground for the complaint, 
and that it is particularly unfortunate that what we 

asa useful rule should have been based upon a 

ent so utterly unworthy and repulsive. More- 
over, there was not the slightest necessity for disinterring 
this unsavoury order. For there is, or was, in existence 
amemorandum of Mr. Greville’s (referred to by Mr. 
Reeve, O.B., in his evidence before the House of Lords’ 
Qommittee on Appeal Jurisdiction in 1872) which re- 
corded the fact that, shortly after the creation of the 
Judicial Committee, the question of the publication or 
concealment of the votes arose; there was a difference of 
opinion on the subject among the members of the com- 
mittee, but after careful consideration it was agreed to 
abide by the ancient rule. Why not have taken this 
resolution as the foundation of the new order, if any 
historical foundation was needed ? 

On the details recorded in the pamphlet we must not 
dwell. The Lord Chief Baron shows very clearly (as, 
indeed, the Lord Chancellor admitted in his letter) that 
theancient rule has not been invariably observed, but 
that by permission of the court itself the fact of dissent 
(out never the reason for dissent) has sometimes been 
allowed to be mentioned. We are bound to say, how- 
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ever, that the frank admission. by the Lord Chancellor 
of this fact contrasts favourably with the course adopted 
by the Lord Chief Baron with reference to the important 
decision to abide by the old practice to which we 
have referred. It is worthy of observation that in 
& pamphlet of fifty-seven pages the learned - Lord 
Chief, Baron treats the resolution arrived at by 
thé eminent judges who then constituted the Judicial 
Committee in the following extremely cursory man- 
ner: —“ It is true that, shortly after the Judicial 
Committee was created, Lord Brougham, Baron Parke, 
Justice Bosanquet, Justice Erskine, and “Baron 
Vaughan deliberated upon the question of the future 
practice of the Judicial Committee, and, according to 
Mr. Greville, they thought it expedient to adhere to the 
practice which had so long prevailed with respect to 
appeals from India and the colonies. But I do not fiud 
that any one of these learned persons declared it to be 
his own deliberate opinion that such was the best or 
wisest or most constitutional mode of administering 
justice according to law.” This seems to be hardly a 
fair way of dealing with what appears to have been a 
deliberate decision arrived at by judges of great eminence 
after much deliberation and discussion. 

The pamphlet, as we have said, is able and vigorous, 
and in some respects is successful as an attack upon the 
recent order, but we fail to find in it any sub tantial 
reason for thinking that a change in the practice of the 
Judicial Committee as to the delivery of a single judg- 
ment would be desirable. Calm discussion of fhe reasons 
for and against such a practice is, indeed, conspicuously 
absent. 

We have left ourselves no room for a notice of the 
companion pamphlet, and must defer our observations 
upon it till next week. 





THE WORK OF THE COURTS IN 1877. 
Hieu Court or Jusrice :—Cuancery Drviston. 
Tue registrars’ returns of proceedings in their office 
during the year ending the 31st of October, 1877, show 
that there were, in 1876-7, 695 proceedings set down 
for hearing at the commencement of, and 2,792 during, 
the year, as compared with 432 and 2,481 respectively 
in 1875-6. These were disposed of as follows :— 
Otherwise disposed of. anete. 


58 7 2t 
18 1 t 
281 27 70 
99 14 33 
312 121 197 
454 307 231 
132 35 42 
33 1 10 


550 16 








Totals e : 2,266 


The proportion borne by the number of proceedings 
eet ot in 1876-7 to the number for disposal was 
1 per cent. ; in 1875-6 the proportion was 760 per 
cent, The number of orders made in different matters 
in 1876.7 was as follows :—Orders made on the hearing 
ot petitions under the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1867, 

; orders madé on the hearing of other petitions, 
3076; orders made on the hearing of special motions, 
; orders made in chambers on summonses drawn 

Up by the registrars, 11,487; orders made in court on 
Matters adjourned from chambers, 259; orders on 
Motions or petitions of course, 315; certificates for sale 


f transfer, or delivery of stock or other securities, 


1,940 529 692 


| 3,952; and the number of days each of the judges sab 


in court is shown below: ees sie 
The Lord Chancellor, as President of the 
Division . ‘ e ° 4 2 5 
The Master of the Rolls a ‘ <n 178 
The Vice-Chancellor Malins , . 200 203 

| The Vice-Chancellor Bacon . . 167 1k 
|The Vice-Chancellor Hall . . + 198 200 
Mr. Justice Fry . . . 95 _ 


— 


814-780 
| Farther, in 1876-7, the Master of the Rolls sat 34 days 
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fin the Court of Appeal, and Vice-Chancellor Bacon sat 
‘27 days as Chief Judge in Bankruptcy. There were 
474 cases referred to the conveyancing counsel of the 
court, against 437 in the preceding year; and 78 cases 
«were referred to the official referees. The number of 
« decrees and orders drawn up in the registrars’ office in 
1876-7 was 17,868; and the amount of fees collected 
thereon, and for those taken on setting down appeals, 
causes, &c., was £12,541 16s. In the previous year the 
number was 17,449, and the amount collected thereon 
by stamps was £20,411 18s. 


In the chambers of the Master of the Rolls, and in 
those of the three Vice-Chancellors, the proceedings in 
1867-7 and 1875-6 respectively, were as follows:— 
Summons to originate proceedings, 918 and 942; other 
summonses, not being summonses to originate proceed- 
ings, 36,808 and 33,720; orders made of the class 
drawn up by the registrars, 13,613 and 12,504; of the 
class drawn up in chambers, 14,644 and 11,226; orders 
brought into chambers for prosecution, other than orders 
for winding up companies, 3,012 and 2,819; for winding 
up companies, 119 and 147; number of advertisements 
issued, 1,259 and 1,275; number of debts claimed and 
adjudicated upon, 11,887 and 15,616; amount of debts 
proved, £2,393,569 and £4,292,310; number of contribu- 
tions, included in lists, 5,171 and 7,206; number of 
contributories excluded from lists, 394 and 166; orders 
for winding-up companies, amount of calls made, 
£542,858 and £1,992,670 ; amount of dividends ordered 
to be paid to creditors, £163,478 and £232,003; amount 
ordered to be refunded to contributories, £27,943 and 
£129,983; accounts passed (other than receiver's ac~ 
counts), number, 2,124 and 1,900; receipts therein, 
£8,925,847 and £8,583,417; disbursements and allow- 
ances therein, £8,493,291 and £7,775,309; receiver's 
accounts passed, number, 953 and 869 ; receipts therein, 
£2,889,682 and £3,672,680; disbursements and allow- 
ances therein, £2,515,913 and £2,925,643 ; number of 
sales of estates under orders of court, 1,026 and 853; 
amount realized therein, £3,799,354 and £2,861,768; 
number of purchases of estates under orders of court, 
116 and 142; number of titles and other matters 
directed to be investigated by the conveyancing counsel, 
621 and 590; number of certificates filed, 3,497 and 
3,210; number of appointments (by summonses, ad- 
journment, or otherwise), disposed of, 97,201 and 89,792; 
number of orders under which accounts and inquiries 
were pending at date of return, 5,508 and 5,077; num- 
ber of orders for winding-up companies then pending, 
937 and 868; and total amount of fees collected in 
chambers by stamps, £16,288 and £15,421. 

The return made by the Clerks of Records and Writs 
shows that 5,379 actions and suits were instituted in 
1876-7 against 5,265 in 1875-6; and that the fees 
collected in the office by stampsamcunted to £18,339 11s, 7d. 
and £19,529 1s. 8d. in each of the two years respectively. 
In the Report Office 16,205 documents were filed in 
1376-7 and 34,305 were copied; there were 738 searches 
on which no fees were payable, and 913 on which fees 
were paid; there were 34,889 printed copies of orders 
received from registrars, 7,369 office copies of the same 
sealed and signed for the audit office, and 7,973 plain 
and office copies of the same issued to the public; and 
the total fees received amouuted to £3,296, against 
43,221 in 1875-6. 

A retarn farnished by the Sworn Clerks shows that in 
the office of the examiners 192 witnesses were examined 
and £310 was received in fees (by stamps). 

The retarn of the Lord Chancellor’s principal secretary 
states that the total number of attendable petitions was, 
in 1876-7, 1,638, and in the previous year 1,621; and 
that there were further, in 1876-7, 67 transfers, letters 
taissive, warrante, &c., against 62 in 1975-6. Of the 
petitions presented in 1976-7, 823 were for 
before Vice-Chancellor Malins, 249 before Vice-Chancel- 
lor Bacon, and 565 before Vice-Chancellor Hall. The 
amount of fees collected in the office by means of stamps 


—= 
was £1,388; and 1,260, or 76°9 per cent. of the petitions 
presented, were under the higher scale of fees, 

The secretary of decrees and causes at the Rolls fy, 
nished a return showing that the total number g 
petitions set down for hearing at the Rolls was 593 
1876-7 and 604 inthe previous year, 503, or 84:8 
cent. of the former, being on the higher scale of 
There were further, in 1876-7, 4,287 petitions Presented 
for orders of course and orders of course drawn up; ang 
of these 4,125, or 96°2 per cent., were on the higher gealy 
The total amount of fees collected in the office of thy 
secretary of the Rolls was, in 1876-7, £1,586, and, jp 
1875-6, £1,557; and the business transacted, for whic, 
no fees were payable, was, in 1876-7, recognizangy 
vacated, 101; and in 1875-6, docquets, 16, and recog. 
nizances vacated, 72. 

The taxing masters’ returns show that in the offices of 
the seven taxing masters the proceedings in 1876-7 ang 
1875-76, respectively, were as follows :—Orders 
references for taxation, 4,355 and 3,875; bills 
9,012 and 7,873; and certificates and allocaturs maie, 
3,733 and 3,413. The amount of fees in the offices way 
£30,780, £29,932 being on the higher scale, agains 
£26,544, of which £25,776 was on the higher scale in 
1875-6; and the costs taxed amounted to £1,105,364 
£1,052,197 being on the higher scale, against £951,148, 
of which £903,839 was on the higher scale. 

In the office of the Masters in Lunacy, 130 orders of 
inquiry in commissions of lunacy were executed by the 
masters, 237 reports were made to the Lord Chancellor, 
127 bonds and recognizances were taken as security for 
lunatics’ estates, and there were 131 certificates as 
to such securities, and 5 certificates for investment 
of cash already in court belonging to lunatig, 
The amount of cash directed to be invested was 
£5,046; there were 239 certificates for payment 
of money, transfer of stock into court, invest 
ment of cash in court, &c.; and the amount 
of cash included in such certificates was £282,261; 

‘while the amount of stock transferred pursuant 
to such certificates. was £141,557. There wem, 
other than the above, 275 certificates; 377 accounts and 
affidavits of committees and receivers of lunatics’ estates 
taken and passed by the masters; 186 leases and other 
deeds settled and approved; and 6,229 summonses for 
proceedings before the masters. The amount of receipts 
included in the accounts and affidavits above mentioned 
was £908,576; the amount of disbursements and allow- 
anees therein £704,440; and the percentage on lunatic? 
incomes under general orders amounted to £15,354, It 
is noted that the accounts and dffidavits of committees 
and receivers taken and passed by the masters are stated 
to be exclusive of cases in which the masters have bee 
satisfied as to the due application of the lunatics’ incomes 
by other evidence or explanation; and also that the 
number of summonses for proceedings before the master 
is estimated. Formerly the parties attended only om 
summons; but of late they very frequently attend the 
masters without summons or notice. 


The return of the Registrar in Lunacy shows that ia 
1876-7 there were 238 petitions presented for hearing, 
against 200 in the previous year. There were 186 
petitions for orders for inquiry and for orders under the 
Lunacy Regulation Act, 1862; 125 orders made for 
inquiry (commissions of lunacy); 445 other orders, in- 
cluding fiate confirming masters’ reports; and 61 orders 
made in pursuance of the Lunacy Regulation Act, 186% 
for the application of properties of small amount for the 
maintenance of lunatics. ‘The number of certificates of 
coste filed was 272; and of certificates of the masters ia 
lunacy filed 573; and 1,511 affidavits were filed. The 
amount of stock and cash directed to be paid or trant 
ferred into court was respectively £117,909 and £48,210; 
and stock, to the value of £645,846, together with cash 
amounting to £55,168, were directed to be paid or trant 
ferred out of court; while stock to the value of £204,149 














was directed by orders in lanacy to be transferred othet 
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qise than into court. The registrar appends to his re- 
turn the observation that the amount of cash directed to 
‘be paid into court does not include the balances paid in 
‘by committees, nor any of the sums of money paid in by 
debtors, purchasers, and others, when the amounts are 
got mentioned in the orders but have to be afterwards 

ined and verified by affidavit; and that the 
amounts paid out do not include the payments out of the 
dividends to committees for maintenance, nor the 
amounts paid for costs, such amounts not being mentioned 
in the orders. 

The return of the Assistant Paymaster-General for 
chancery business shows the proceedings in the Chancery 
Pay Office for the year ending August 31, 1877, and for 
the previous year to have been as follows :— 

1876-7. 
£21,681,751 

19,881,421 

51,931 


1875-6. 
£21,534,748 
20,359,745 
50,470 


Paid into court F P 
Paid out of court f ; 
Number of cheques signed 
Powers of attorney issued 5,424 4,847 
Number of accounts 34,272 33,467 


The amount of cash and securities carried over in the 
@hancery Pay Office books in the two years respectively 
was £3,190,281 and £2,808,274; and the fees were 
$1,051 in 1876-7 and £963 in 1875-6. On the Ist of 
September, 1877, the number of accounts was 34,272; 
the balance of stocks and securities on the various 
accounts was £67,022,448; the balance of each on the 
various accounts was £5,183,628; the balance of cash 
in the bank, was £1,080,006, and, in the hands of the 
National Debt Commissioners, £1,676,525; and the 
debt due from the consolidated fund to the suitors of 
the court was £2,423,340. 

The return furnished by direction of the Vice-Chan- 
¢éllor of the County Palatine of Lancaster shows that, 
in 1876-7, 484 suits and matters originated, against 
$24 in 1874-5. Atthe commencement of 1876-7, the 
aumber of cases and original matters on motion for 
decrees, claim, &c., awaiting hearing was 6 ; 223 were 
set down during the year; 217 were heard during the 
year; 8 were otherwise disposed of; and there were 
4remanets. The number of causes and original matters 
for further directions set down during the year was 94, 
all of which were heard; and the number of decrees and 
orders of each class, including those made by the 

, amounted together to 1,666, against 1,493 in 
1874.5. In 1876-7, 3,544 affidavits were filed; 184 
witnesses examined ; 940 reports and certificates filed ; 
4,748 warrants and summonses issued ; and 130 advertise- 
ments issued. The fees received amounted to £9,871, 
against £10,251 in 1874-5 (the statistics for 1875.6 
being unavailable for purposes of comparison, since they 
Were for a period of 13 months); and the amount of 
<osts as taxed was £52,453, 


The Athencewm states that Lord Chelmsford, at the 
time of his death, was engaged in writing a work con- 
taining many amusing reminiscences and anecdotes of the 
English bar. 


A subscriber sends to the Centra? Law Journal a copy of 
“petition recently filed in an Iowa court. It is as follows:— 
“Comes now the plaintiff in this case by his attorney ——, 
dnd for cause of action alleges: First. That said plaintiff 

certain promissory note made and executed by said 
ants, for a valuable consideration; that said note is 

for the principal sum of eighty dollars; that it is and has 
been due and unpaid for the term of noarly four years, Second, 
‘That said defendants have been frequently importuned to 
taid note, and though said importunities have been 
tado with the greatest mildnesa, the defendants have not 
disregarded them, but have also resisted said importunities 
= inacity; thatthe plaintif! verily belioves that 
tld nts intend to evade the payment of said note, 
‘Therefore, said plaintif? praya that ho may have judgment 
Serinst suid defendants for the amount of said note, with 


fal 
_ Stata, and twenty-five dollars attorney fees.” 


General Carrespanvence. 


BANKRUPTCY SEARCHES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I desire to draw your attention to the present 
system of searching for incumbrances at the Bankruptcy 
Court, in the hope that by the ventilation of this subject 
through the medium of your columns, steps may be 
taken towards improving the system. No doubt every 
solicitor’s clerk, and, [ may also say, every solicitor, is 
aware of the tedious trouble involved in making a search, 
it being often necessary to devote more than one day to a 
search in a single name. The fact I wish to bring 
before your notice and that of the profession is, that 
there are books kept for the exclusive use of the bank- 
tuptcy authorities, arranged lexicographically ; whereas 
the books for the use of the public are arranged alpha- 
betically only; and I would suggest that in order to 
render a search less arduous, a copy of the lexicographi- 
cally-arranged books should be placed at the disposal of 
the public instead of those at present in use, thereby 
saving much time and labour. 

Trusting that the suggestions I have made will 
receive the support of your valuable journal, I am, &c., 

A Worn-ovut Szarcuzr. 








Cases uf the Weck. 


CocrtT of BayKruprcCy—Jvrisprcrion—Moxey De- 
MAND BY TrusTteEE—MutvaL Accounrs—BaNkRUPTCY 
Act, 1869, ss. 65, 66, 72.—On the 5th inst. the Court of 
Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision of the Chief Judge in Ex parte Musgrave (26 W. R. 
915, 22 Sonrcrrors’ JournaL, 780). The question wasas to 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Bankruptcy in the case of a 
money demand by the trustee in a liquidation against an 
alleged debtor to the liquidating debtor's estate. The liqui- 
dating debtor had had dealings with some comm'ssion 
merchants, consigning goods to them for sale, and receiving 
advances from them upon the consigned goods. The trustee 
alleged that at the commencement of the liquidation there 
was a balance due from the commission merchants to the 
estate ; they, on the contrary, alleged that a balance was due 
to them. They had not, however, tendered any yreof, or 
made any formal claim against the estate. On the applica- 
tion of the trustee, the judge of the Bradford County Court 
(Mr. Daniel, Q.C.) directed an account to be taken of what 
was due from the debtor’s estate to the commission merchants 
in respect of moneys advanced by them to him, and an 
account of moneys received by them in respect of gceeds 
consigned to them by the debtor. This order was made 
upon a motion by the trustee, asking that the accounts might 
be taken, and also that the commission merchants might be 
ordered to pay to the trastee the balance found due from 
them. No objection was raised by them to the jurisdiction 
of the court. The taking of the accounts was proceeded with 
under the order ; but, before it had been completed, a report 
appeared of the decision of the Court of Appesl in Bx parte 
Dickin (26 W. R. 731, L. R. 8 Ch. D, 877, 22 Sonrcrross’ 
Journat, 584) that the Court of Bankraptey ought not to 
assume jurisdiction to try a mere money demand by a 
trustee in bankruptcy against a debtor to the estate, even 
though that debtor raises no objection to the jurisdiction. 
Mr. Daniel, therefore, held that he ought not to proceed 
with the taking of the accounts, because, according to the 
trustee's own case, it could only result in a money demand 
against a debtor to the estate. He held that the case was 
governed by Ev parte Diehin, and he rescinded his original 
order. His dec'sion was allirmed by the Chief Judge, and 
the decision of the Chief Judge was affirmed by the Court of 
Appeal, It was sought to distinguish the case from Ay parte 
Dickin, on the ground that there were mutual accounts; 
that, if the merchants came to prove against the estate, the 
accounts must be taken ia the Court of Bankruptey, and 
that that court alone could do complete justice in every 

vent the necessity dle 





possible event, — thus 


he court, however, thought that the case 
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could not be distinguished in principle from Ex parte 
Dickin, which they were bound to follow. 


Brit or SatE—Construction—Power TO MoRTGAGEE 
vo Take Possession ON THE HAPPENING OF SEVERAL 
DirrereNt Events—Supsequent Proviso THAT Mort- 
GAGOR SHALL CONTINUE IN PossEsSION UNTIL DEFAULT IN 
PayMent—Repvutep Ownerspip—ORDER AND DIsPosi- 
TION—FRIENDLY PossESsion.—In a case of Ex parte 
National Guardian Assurance Company, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 5th inst., a question arose as to the right of a 
mortgagee to take possession under ths terms of a bill of 
sale of personal chattels, and there was a further question 
as to the sufficiency of the possession taken with reference 
to the reputed ownership clause. A trader, on the 20th of 
August, 1877, executed a bill of sale of the furniture in his 
dwelling-house to a company to secure a sum of £680, 
which was to be paid in three instalments, in January, 
April, and July, 1878. The goods were assigned in the 
ordinary way to the company absolutely, with a proviso 
that, if the borrower should duly pay the £680, and perform 
all his covenants contained in the deed, the deed should 
cease and determine. There followed a declaration by the 
borrower that ‘‘after default shall be made in payment 
according to the covenant hereinbefore contained, oron breach 
of any covenant of the borrower herein contained, and 
after written demand for payment shall have been given, 
or in case the borrower shall be or become bankrupt, or com- 
pound, or attempt to compound, with his creditors, or 
become embarrassed in his affairs, or in case any action at 
law or any other legal process shall be commenced against 
the borrower,”’ or on the happening of certain other specified 
events, “ then and in either of the said cases happening ” the 
company might take possession of the goods and sell them, 
and retain out of the proceeds of sale the amount which 
should be due to them. There was a further proviso that 
“until default be made in payment, according to the covenant 
and proviso herein contained, it shall be lawful for the 
borrower to bold, make use of, and possess,’ the goods 
without any disturbance by the company. The bill of sale 
was registered. The January instalment was paid when it 
became due. On the 5th of March the manager of the com- 
pany, having heard that the mortgagor was in embarrassed 
circumstances, put a man in possession of the goods. No 
previous demand for payment had been made, and indeed 
nothing was then due under the terms of the deed. Several 
actions, however, had been commenced against the mort- 
gagor, and an execution had been levied upon his goods in 
his place of business. On the 7th of March the mortgagor 
filed a liquidation petition. The man who had been placed 
in possession had remained in the debtor’s honse, living in 
the back premises, but the debtor and his family had been 
allowed to use the furniture just as they had done before. 
Under these circumstances the trustee in the liquidation 
claimed the goods, and both the county ccurt judge and the 
Chief Judge held that he was entitled to them. Both the 
county court judge and the Chief Judge held that the 
possession was not justified by the terms of the deed, because 
no prior written demand for payment had been made by the 
company. The Chief Judge also held that the goods were 
in the debtor’s order and disposition when the petition was 
filed, because the possession was a friendly, not a 
hostile, ion. The Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, 
and Thesiger, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, and held that the 
company were entitled to the goods. The main argument 
on the construction of the deed was that the latter proviso, 
that the borrower should have the possession and use of the 
goods until default in payment, overrode the prior power 
enabling the company to take possession. James, L.J., said 
that the effect of the latter proviso in the deed was to give 
the mortgagor a species of term in the goods by way of charge 

the absolute ownership given in the first instance to 

mortgagees. Bat the deed contained also an express 

for the ees to take possession on the happening 

of a number of different contingencies, and it was impossible 

to ery - te coordi — to be entirely 
nent . 6 Wat no 
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eee 
the deed. With regard to the character of the possession, 
the question did not arise under the Bills of Sale Act, in: 
which case the possession must be real, not colourable; 
With reference to order and disposition, the only question 
was whether the real owner of the goods had taken possession, 
with the intention of asserting his rights. In the present 
case it was clear that the object of the company was to 
the goods out of the order and disposition of the debtor so gg. 
to avoid the effect of his bankruptcy, which was then 
imminent. The possession, though friendly, was real, and 
they had completed their title to the goods, and could not ba 
deprived of them. 


LEASEHOLD Property or BANKRUPT—SEVERANCE op: 
TENANTS’ Fixtures By TrusTEE—SvuBsequent Discrameg 
—Bankrvuptcy Act, 1869, s. 23.—On the 12th inst., the 
Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.} 
reversed the decision of the Chief Judge in Ex parte Fostsy 
(26 W. R. 834, 22 Sonrcrrors’ Journay, 780, 815). The 
question was whether, where a trustee in a liquidation hag 
severed and sold tenants’ fixtures attached to leasehold 
property of the debtor, and had afterwards disclaimed the 
lease, the landlord was entitled to the proceeds of sale of the 
fixtures. The judge of the Halifax County Court decided 
in favour of the landlord’s claim, but his decision wag 
reversed by the Chief Judge, who held that the case was, 
distinguishable from Ex parte Stephens (26 W. R. 136, L. & 
7 Ch. D. 127), where the severance took place after the 
disclaimer. Thesiger, L.J., who delivered the judgment of 
the court, said that the ratio decidendi of Ex parte Stepheng 
was wide enough to govern Ex parte Foster. The premiss 
on which the judgment in Fz parte Stephens was founded 
was this—that where a trustee in a liquidation disclaims, 
there, by the joint operation of the disclaimer and the pro- 
visions of the Act, the term is to be deemed for all purposes 
to have come to anend on the day of the appointment of 
the trostee, or, in other words, the trustee was placed in the 
position of never having had any estate at all. But from that. 
premiss the logical and legal conclusion was, not merely that 
a severance by the trustee of fix ures after the disclaimer 
(a8'in Ex parte Stephens) is wrongful, but that any severance 
which has taken place after the date when the term is put az 
end to for all purposes, and by a person who, like a trustee, 
is in the position of never having had any interest in the 
term, must necessarily be wrongful. Apart, however, from. 
the authority of Ez parte Stephens their lordships had 
arrived at the conclusion that the Jandlord’s claim was well- 
founded. ‘The general presumption of law with reference to 
tenants’ fixtures remaining affixed to the freehold whena 
term came to an end was that they became, as Lord Holt 
said in Pocle’s case (1 Salk. 368), a gift in law to him 
in the reversion, and were, therefore, not removable. 
That presumption, had, however, been made subject toa 
qualification laid down in Weeton v. Woodcock (7 M. & W. 
14), and Macintosh vy. Trotter (3 M. & W. 184), that “the 
tenant’s right to remove fixtures continues during his 
original term and during such further period of possession 
by him as he holds the premises under a right still to 
consider himself as tenant,” or, as Parke, B., said, ‘‘ The 
tenant has a right to remove fixtures of this nature — 
his term, or during what may for this purpose be consid 
an exerescence on the term.” In the present case it was 
urged that the period between the appointment of the trustee. 
and the disclaimer was such an excrescence. But the court 
was clearly of opinion that the case of a surrender of a lease 
by a tenant while tenants’ fixtures remained affixed to the 
freehold did not, either My principle or the authority of 
decided cases, give any right to the tenant subsequently to 
remove such fixtures, At the date of the surrender they 
formed part of the freehold, and the law had no right 
limit the effect of the surrender by excluding from it that 
which legally passed by it, and which had not bees 
excluded from it by the bargain of the parties, and the 
court was not justified ia attributing to the words of section 
23, “ deemed to have been surrendered,” any meaning other 
than its natural meaning—viz., that the ordinary conse- 
quences of ® surrender should follow the disclaimer. Mo 
consequences manifestly absard or unjust would result from 
She sroatenstion. a age oene i it might wae 2 

ardship on the tors, but in a vastly greater nu 
cases any different constraction would A a considerable 
hardship upon the landlord. 23, upon any cole 


struction of it, favoured the interests of the creditors at the 
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se of the landlord, and it would be unreasonable to 

ible cases of hardship on the creditors to weigh 

ainst an interpretation of it which gave to the rage of 
 sufrender its natural and proper effect. The order of the 


Chief Judge was accordingly reversed, and the order of the 
county court judge, that the tenant should pay to the 
jandlord the proceeds of the sale of the fixturee, was 
restored. 


PracticE—SETTLED Estates Act, 1877, s. 28—Dis- 
‘peNSING WITH CONSENT OF REMAINDERMAN—REMOTENESS OF 
Interxst.—In the case of Re Spurway’s Settled Estates, a 
petition was presented to the Master of the Rolls, on the 
Gjh inst., asking for a sale of certain settled estates. A 

dent entitled in reversion on the deaths without 
issue under twenty-one of four children the eldest of whom 
was twelve, objected to the sale and desired to keep the 
state in statu quo. The question was argued whether the 
jnterest of the respondent was not too remote, under the 
24th and 28th sections of the Settled Estates Act, 1877, to 
entitle him to interfere. By section 24, sub-section 2, the 
parties to concur or consent are to be all the persons in 
existence having any beneficial estate or interest under or 
by virtue of the settlement. By section 28, ‘‘ An order 
may be made, notwithstanding that the concurrence or con- 
sent of any such persou shall not have been obtained or 
shall have been refused, but the court in considering the 
spplication shall have regard to the number of persons 
who concur in or consent to the application and who dissent 
therefrom, and to the estates or interests which such 
ms respectively have a claim to have in the estate as 
to which such application is made, and every order of the 
ourt made upon such application shall have the same 
effect as if all such persons had been consenting parties 
.”’ The Master of the Rolls was of opinion that 
ander the 28th section the interest of the respondent was 
too remote to be considered, and he made the order for sale 
notwithstanding his opposition. 


——_—— 


Company—WInDING-ur Petition—CrepiTor APpPpEAR- 
ae For Costs OnLY.—In a case, Re Hull and County Bank, 
Defore the Master of the Rolls on the 7th inst., a supervision 
onder was made on two petitions for the winding up of the 
‘company. “> A creditor for £300, whose debt had been 
: teed personally by the chairman and vice-chairman of 

company, or by the undertaking of the company’s 
solicitors, sepeeed on the hearing of the petitions in support 
of the second, and asked for his costs under the usual order. 
The Master of the Rolls, under the circumstances, refused to 
allow the creditor any costs, and stated that he should 
endeavour to discourage as much as possible the practice of 
¢reditors appearing only to ask for costs. 


Lanps Clauses ConsoniDATION Act, 1845, s. 87—Apr- 
PLICATION OF Derosit—Peririon or LANDOWNER — 
Junispictioy.—In a case of In re Matthew's Estate, before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 9th inst., a question arose 
‘as to the power of the court under the 87th section to order 
money deposited in the bank under the 84th section of the 
Lands Clauses Act, 1845, to be paid ont to the landowner 
whose land had been taken compu'sorily. Nocase could be 
ited where such an order had been made on the application 
of the landowner, and the contention was that it was the 
tompany only or both parties who could so petition. 

the usual bond under the 85th section had been 
Sven to the petitioner conditioned for payment or de- 
Posit in the bank of the purchase-money or com- 
anton payable in respect of the land taken. 

petitioner alleged that the condition of the bond 

had not been fulfilled, although the company had, as 
alleyed, accepted his title by their delay in making 
Zequisitions after the delivery of the abstract. Section 87 
Provides that the deposit shall “remain in the bank by way 
security to the party whose lands shall have been so 
entered ee for the performance of the condition of the 
ond, and the same may, on the application by petition of 
the promoters of the undertaking, be ordered to be invested 
bank annuities or Government securities and accumu- 

+ and upon the condition of such bond being fully 
Performed, it shall be lawful for the court upon a like 
ication to order the money ro deposited, or the funds in 





which the same shall have been invested, together. with the 
accumulation thereof, to be repa‘d or transferred to the 
promoters of the undertaking, or if such condition shall not’ 
be fully performed, it shall be lawful for the said court to’ 
order the same to be applied in such manner as it shall 
think fit for the benefit of the parties for whose security the 
same shall so have been deposited.” The Master of the 
Rolls was of opinion that the deposit was made for the 
“security ”’ of the person whose lands had been taken; and, 
therefore, even without the latter words of the section, he 
considered he should have had power to order payment in a 
proper case to the landowner. Under the latter words he 
was of opinion that express power had been given him to 
apply the deposit on the petition of the landowner in case 
the condition of the bond was not fulfilled. On the merits, 
however, he was of opinion that the condition of the bond bad 
not been broken and that the company had not yet accepted 
the petitioners’ title, although they had been guilty of great 
delay. Under the circumstances he dismissed the petition, 
without costs. 


Marriep Wom in-—Equity To A SETTLEMENT—PowWER 
TO ApPoINT TO CHILDREN.—In a case of Oliver v. Oliver, 
before Fry, J., on the 9th inst., a question arose as to the 
form in which a settlement should be made in carrying out 
a wife’s equity to a settlement. No settlement or agreement 
for a settlement had been imade before the marriage, but 
after the marriage the husband had entered into a covenant 
with trustees to settle the wife’s property upon trust for 
herself for life, for her separate use without power of antici- 
pation, with remainder for the children at twenty-one or 
marriage, with remainder as the wife should by will appoiat, 
with remainder, as to personalty, to her next of kiv, as i 
she had never been married, and as to realty to her right 
heirs. The husband was entirely excluded. The covenant 
was not performed, and the wife, by a next friend, brought 
an action to have a proper settlement made of her property. 
The husband did not oppose, and it was agreed at the trial 
that a settlement should be made according to the provisions 
of the deed of covenant. But Fry, J., raised the question 
whether an exclusive power cf appointment among the 
children ought not to be given to the wife in the first 
instance in priority to the limitation in favour of the 
children. Theauthorities referred to, such as Spirett vy. Wil- 
lows (L. R. 4 Ch. 407), Watson v. Marshall (17 Beay. 363), 
Gent vy. Harris (10 Hare, 383), Carter v. Taggart (5 De G. & 
8. 49), In re Suggitt (16 W. R. 551, L. R. 3 Ch. 215), and 
Walsh v. Wason (21 W. R. 554, L. R. 8 Ch. 482), did not 
show that there had been any uniform practice in cases of 
the kind. It did not, however, appear that the question 
whether such a power ought to be inserted had ever beea 
discussed, though, in some of the cases, the power had been 
inserted. Fry, J., said that he thonght it very beneficial to 
families that the parents should have such a power. He 
should have been glad to give the power to the husband and 
wife, but the authorities did not go to that extent. There must, 
however, be inserted an exclusive power for the wife to ap- 
point among the children by deed or will. 


PATENT—SPECIFICATION—SUFFICIENCY.—In a case of 
Wegmann v. Corcoran, before Fry, J., on the 9th inst, the 
action was brought to restrain the infringement of a patent, 
and a question arose as to the sufficiency of the plaintiff's 
specification, The patent was for an improved apparatus 
fcr breaking meal, and the main feature of the invention 
was the squeezing or crushing of the meal (previously pre- 
pared by grinding in the ordinary way between grindstones) 
between pairs of rollers in contact, which were made to 
revolve rapidly in opposite directions. The portions of the 
meal which had remained in a granular state after the first 
grinding were thus crushed, and a very superior quality of 
fine flour was produced. ‘The specification states that ‘* the 
squeezing rolls are to have a surface consisting of material 
containing so much silica as not to colour the meal or flour. 
I prefer to make them of iron coated with china, aad = 
turned with diamond tools.” And the plaintiff olai 
“the application of squeezing rolls having the surface con- 
sisting of material containing so much silica as not to colour 
the meal or flour, and so as to have the hardness required 
for the purposes set forth.” ‘The plaintiff was a 
foreigner living abroad, and the patent was granted to 
his agent as for & communication to him from a 
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and the agent afterwards assigned it to the plaintiff. 
It appeared by the evidence that the only material with 
which the plaintiff was acquainted which would answer 
the purpose, and which he always used for his machine, 
was a very hard kind of porcelain containing from seventy- 
two to seventy-tbree per cent. of silica. This material was 
manufactured for him abroad. It contained a great deal 
more silica than what is commonly known as china in 
England (which contains only forty per cent.), and about 
as much as true or Oriental china. It also appeared that, 
in order that the surface of the rollers should not disinte- 
grate in the process of crushing, and thus colour the meal 
by fine particles given off, it was necessary that the material 
of which they were made should possess the quality of 
toughness as well as that of hardness, and that the tough- 
ness of the material employed by the plaintiff was due to 
the presence init of a much larger quantity of alumina 
than exists in true china. It also appeared that what the 
plaintiff described as a roll made of iron “coated with 
china” consisted, in fact, of a very thick hollow porcelain 
cylinder, with an iron spindle passing through the centre 
of it, and that if the porcelain cylinder was ‘itted close to 
the iron spindle, it was liable to crack when the iron be- 
came hot, by reason of its expansion under the influence of 
heat Jess than iron expands. The plaintiff, in fact, always 
interposed between the porcelain cylinder and the iron 
spindle a bedding of eulphur cement, which softened when 
the iron became hot, and thus yielded to the pressure of 
the irop, and prevented the cracking of the porcelain. 
Fry, J., held that the plaintiff's specification was insuffi- 
cient on several grounds. The plaintiff had claimed a 
whole genns or class of materials as suitable for the con- 
struction of his rollere, while he knew of only one material 
which was fit for the purpose. His claim was therefore 
too wide. He had omitted to state,as he might have done, 
tke exact degree of hardness required for the rollers, and 
it would be impossible for a skilled workman to make 
them from the description given in the specification with- 
aut the aid of further experiments. The plaintiff had 
failed to state anything about the necessary quality of 
toughness, and his specification was misleading in this 
respect. Moreover, it was deficient in not saying how the 
rollers were to be attached to the iron spindle, and the use 
of the expression “ iron coated with china”’ would naturally 
lead to the inference that there was to be an iron roller 
covered with a thin layer of china. Judgment was accord- 
ingly given for the defendante. 





A question of precedence between Victorian Queea’s 
Counsel and an English serjeant-at-law has, says the New 
Zealand Jurist, just been settled. The point was raised by 
Mr. Serjeant Sleigh, the only representative of that time- 
honoured order in Melbourne, who insisted on his seniority 
over Queen’s Counsel by virtus of his status. When the 
Victorian Bar was formed, many years ago, its members con- 
sisted of English, Scotch, and Irish advocates, and the prac- 
tice was to give precedence according to seniority of admis- 
sion in any of the three kingdoms, irrespective of the time 
when the call to the local ber was made. In 1863 the first 
Queen’s Counsel were appointed in Victoria, and they had 

ence over all barristers. But on the arrival of Ser- 
jeant Sicigh an unexpected difficulty arore. The learned zer- 
jeaot naturally endeavoured to muintain the rights and dig- 
nity of his order, whilst the loca! Queen’s Counsel asserted 
their claims to the privilege of seniority. It was argued 
against the serjeant’s claim that he was admitted to the Vic. 
torian Bar as a barrister of the Middle Temple, and not asa 
member of the Serjeant’s Iun, and that our courts could 
only take cognizance of him as in the capacity of a barrister; 
that the writ appointing him asa serjeant in England had 
no force inthis country; that the title of serjeant was only 
one of social courtesy, giving no precedence ; and that, there- 
fore, even were Mesers. Trench, Rogers, and Billing not Q.0.’s, 
they would still rank before him. It wos also contended that 
the patent of Qucen’s Counsel in Victoria takes precedence 
over @ werjcant in the same way as it does at home; whilst on 
the other hand it wes contended that the rank of serjeant, as 
on English title, wee superior to any colonial one. The 
matter wes brought before Chief Justice Stawell privately, 
and it is understood that his Honour expressed an opinion Io 
favour of the local Queen's Counsel, 
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JUDICIAL ARRANGEMENTS IN BRAzry, - 


A CORRESPONDENT of the Albany Law Journal giveg the 
following account of the courts of justice at Riode J, 
—While in Rio de Janeiro last August I visited the 

of justice. My friend first took me to a judge at chambers 
The andience-room is very neatly furnished; the 

is through curtain doorways, and there is no slamming nq 
squeaking of doors ; all is quiet and decorous and comfort. 
able ; a portrait of the Emperor of Brazil hangs over thy 
judge’s chair ; this court corresponds to the special ter 
of the New York Supreme Conrt ; the judge tries the 

in the first instance, without a jury ; a jury is only em 

here in criminal cases, never in civil. The courts, asa 

are in poor buildings, but have pleasant suites of rooms. 
The Supreme Court of the empire is a court of appeals; % 
never tries cases, but only reviews them, and confirms q 
sends them back for new trial. There is an intermedia. 
court called the Court of Appeals, which hears the firs. 
appeal from the trial judge. I saw the Supreme Cong 
sitting ; there are seventeen judges, all old men, 

heavy cloth gowns, and each one with a snuff-box ing 
large coloured silk handkerchief before him; they si 
around one large table, the chief justice at the head, 
and hanging above him a portrait of the Emperor ip 
military costume. These judges argue with each 

in banc, upon printed appeal-books; they seem 
take sides like counsel, differing warmly. Each cap 
is decided by a majority vote. In this court there i 
no oral argument by counsel allowed, except in habeas 
corpus cases; all others are submitted in printed points, and 
no counsel are present. Lawyers are divided into solicitoy. 
and counsellors; the latter must be doctors or bachelors ¢f 
laws ; a doctor or bachelor may be a solicitor. 

Solicitors study five years for their degree of bachelor, and 
must wait three years more for the degree of doctor. I 
visited the Orphans’, or Probate Court ; the crier seemed t 
do most of the busines there. There, too, is a portrait of 
the Emperor over the judge’s head. Then I went to the 
Police Court and witnessed the jury trial of a negro slave, 
accused of assault with intent to kill. The district 
made a fine speech, very well delivered; he was dressed 
a silk gown or surplice, with a long lace tie with broad 
ends; he acted well ; and with his cast of feature, and style 
of insinuating to the jury, would make a splendid 
There are two district attorneys in Rio, each 
2,000 dols. a year, and working every other month; 
their off months they can practice for themselves. 
the witness for the prosecution was sworn every person i 
the court room rose, to show respect to the oath. The 
judge wears a heavy cloth gown. There is no portrait & 
the Emperor in this court; where the jury exists the people 
rule. It was a good looking jury. Only one witness wa 
called for the prosecution; as he told what he saw of the 
assault, the accused hung his head and looked guilty; his 
counsel was paid by his owner, probably 250 dole. The 
defence did not cross-examine nor prodoce any witness 
in this case. The district attorney, whea addressing the 
jury, stood by the side of the judge. The prisoners 
counsel stands in a detached pulpit, at the opposite end 
(from the judge) of the table, where the jury sit. Iwas 
told that this gentleman before me was the criminal 
lawyer in Rio. He lately received one fee of 10,000 dole. 
to defend an accused planter. He certainly made a sples- 
did speech in this case, which I easily understood, even 
with my limited knowledge of Portuguese, because of bit 
deliberate, rotnnd, and finished delivery. It was & 
magnificent speech as a piece of oratory. 
by eaying that this is not a trial o 
by his peers, ‘“‘for you ere freemen and 
men, but the prisoner is a miserable slave; there 
fore, stamp on him! Crash him! Give a great victory to 
progress and civilization by taking vengeance on this poor 
serf! Vengeance, for whai? Because when he was struck, 
he struck in return, But you are not his peers ; he bas 10 
wife—he can have none; tear his woman from his arms— 
treat them like beasts! He has children—but they are not 
his by law; away with him to prison for twenty years, for 
what can a slave's unlawful children care for him?” It was- 
fine. Then he attacked the indictment, or accusation, 
finally settled down to lead the jury quite away from the 





actual isexe and to interest them in side points, But all i» 
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in. The stupid negro sitting there hanging his head was 
pa a ia, ent the - howe brought Sim in guilty, 
ton Gzed the sentence (which duty here devolves upon them) 
atthe fall term, twenty years at hard labour, as asked by 


~ the public prosecutor, and the owner lost her slave and her 


ses, One of the pleasantest features in the Brazilian 
court Tooms was the courtesy and consideration for each 
other on the part of the gentlemen of the bar; it was a 
delightful contrast to the jostling and disrespect which pre- 
wail in New York city, in crowded chambers especially. 








Obituarp. 


MR. JOHN DUNBAR, M.P. 


Ur. John Dunbar, barrister, M.P., died at 19, Russell- 
road, Kensington, on the 3rd inst. Mr. Dunbar was the 
gon of Mr. Joseph Dunbar, of Cork, and was born in 1827, 
He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, where he 

nated B.A. in 1849, and M.A. in 1865, and he was 
called to the bar in Ireland in June, 1849. He was also 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1854, and he was for some time a member of the 
Home Circuit, practising also at the Hast and West 
Kent, and the Canterbury, Maidstone, Rochester, and 
Gravesend Sessions. He was formerly reporter on the 
parliamentary staff of the Dai/y News, and he afterwards 
several years in India, practising with great success 
atthe Bombay Bar. He was a fellow of the University of 
Bombay. He returned to England about twelve years ago, 
and at the general election of 1874 he was elected M.P. for 
the borough of New Ross in the Liberal interest. Mr. Dun- 
bar was a frequent speaker in the House of Commons upon 
Indian and Irish topics. He opposed the Peace Preservation 
Acts, and supported the Intoxicating Liquors (Ireland) Act. 
He had been for some time in failing health, but he was 
aotually ill for only ten days. The deceased was unmarried. 
He was buried at the Roman Catkolic Cemetery, Kensal 
Green, on the 7th inst. 


MR. WILLIAM DOMMETT. 


Mr. William Dommett, solicitor (of the firm of Dommett 
& Canning), died at Chard on the 14th ult. Mr. Dommett 
wasa native of Honiton, where he was born in 1804. He 
was articled to the late Mr. Aberdein, of Honiton, and he was 
admitted a solicitor in 1827. He shortly afterwards settled 
at Chard, where he practised until his death, having been in 
partnership with the late Mr. Frederick Adney, and after- 
wards with Mr, George Trenchard Canning. He carried on 
a Very extensive private business, and he was a commissioner 
for oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, and a com- 
missioner for affidavits in the Stannaries Courts, a perpetual 
commissioner for Somersetshire and Devonshire, and clerk 
tothe Chard Burial Board. He had also been registrar of 
the Chard County Court (Circuit No. 57) ever since the 
establishment of the county court system. Mr, Dommett 
took an active part in local and municipal business, He 
was churchwarden of the parish, and was for many years 
one of the aldermen of Chard, and he was three times 
tlected mayor of the borough. He warmly promoted the 

mes for the improvement of the local railway com- 
munications, and he was a liberal supporter of all the 
agricultural associations in the district. Mr. Dommett was 
Wiversally esteemed, and his death has thrown a gloom 
overthe town. The Chard and Ilminster News says of Mr. 
ett, ‘His courtly demeanour, his pleasant smile, his 
et kindness, always so kindly manifested, and his bright 
gence, made him everywhere a welcome friend,” 


MR, FRANCOIS OF FLEY MARTIN. 


» Francis Offley Martin, barrister, second commis- 
of charities for England and Wales, died rather sud- 
at his residence, 89, Onslow-gardens, South Kensing- 
on the 4th inst. Mr, Martin was the son of Mr. Henry 
M,P,, and was born in 1806, He was educated at 
Charterhouse and at Cains College, Cambridge, 
he graduated B.A. in 1825, He was called to the 
&t Lincoln’s-inn in Haster Term, 1829, and he formerly 


E. grrr Efe 





practised in the Court of Chancery. Mr. Martin was for 
severai years an assistant tithe commissioner for special 
purposes, and he was an inspector of charities from 1857 
till 1872, when he was appointed a. commissioner of charities 
for England and Wales, and be retained that offiee until his 
death. Mr. Martin was married to the danghter of the 
ie Very Reverend Samuel Smith, Deanof Christ Church, 
xford. 
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CHIEF JUSTICE MONAHAN. 


The Right Hon. James Henry Monahan, many years 
Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas in Ireland, died 
at Dublin on the 9th ult. The deceased judge was born in 
1803, and was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, and he 
was called to the Irish Bar in 1828. He became a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1841, and a bencher of the King’s-inn in 1847. 
He was appointed Solicitor-General for Ireland in 1846, and 
was elected M.P. for the borough of Galway in the 
Liberal interest in February, 1847, but he lost his seat at 
the géneral election in the following July, and did not agaia 
enter the House cf Commons. In December of the same 
year he was appointed Attorney-General, and was sworn a 
member of the Irish Privy Council. His term of office was 
a very responsible one, as he had the direction of many im- 

oriant State prosecutions during the outbreak in 1848. In 

ovember, 1850, he was appointed Chief Justice of the 
Court of Common Pleas, and he held the office till 1876, 
when the state of his health compelled his retirement from 
the bench. The deceased was a prominent member of the 
Roman Catholic body, but was highly esteemed by all 
parties. It may be remembered that he presided at the trial 
at Dublin of the celebrated Yelverton case. He was a com- 
missioner of national education for Ireland. 





Sacieties. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held on Wednesday last, December 
1l, at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, Mr. 
Sidney Smith in the chair, the other directors present 
being Messre. Brook, Hedger, Rickman, Roscoe, William- 
sop, and Woolbert (Mr. Eiffe, secretary). A sum of £100 
was distributed in grants of relief ; eleven gentlemen were 
admitted as new members; and other general business was 
transacted, 


LONDON LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


A joint discussion took place at Clement’s-inn Hall on 
Tuesday evening last between the United Law Students’ 
Society and the Law Students’ Debating Society. Mr. T. 
Eustace Smith presided. Mr. S. Garratt, of the Law Stu- 
dents’ Debating Society, in a clear and practical speech, 
opened the following question for debate on the affirmative 
side :—‘“‘Is free trade without reciprocity consistent with 
sound commercial principles?” He was euceeeded in the 
negative by Mr. F. B. Moyle, on behalf uf Mr, Shirley Shir- 
ley, of the United Law Students’ Society, and was in turn 
followed by Messrs. Nicholls and Dowson, who supported 
the affirmative. The negative view was further advocated 
by Messrs. Kains-Jackson, Indermaur, Neale, and Gibb. 
At the conclusion of the discussion, the chairman put the 
question to the meeting in the usual manner, when a 
majority of seven appeared in favour of the affirmative. The 
meeting was largely attended. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Tuesday evening, 
December 10, in the library of the Birmingham Law 
Society, A. Whitehouse, Eag., in the chair. Questions 
from Williams on Real y were disoussed for half an 
hour, and after a considerable number of books had beer 
voted to be added to the library a debate toak place on the 


} 604th moot point of the society :—‘* The owner of a lawn~- 


mower exhibits it in proper working order, ia a public 
market for sale, and Jeaves it for a few minutes. Dering 
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his sbsence some children play with the machine, and one 
:e's injored. Is the man liable for the injury done to the 
ec i'd?” Manganv. Atterton (L. R. 1 Ex. 239) ; Sharp v. 
Powell (L. R. 7 C. P. 253) ; Clark v. Chambers (L. R. 3 
4). B. D. 827). The debate was opened by Mr. Withers in 
the affirmative, and he was supported by Messrs. Barra- 
@ale, Kemp, and O'Connor. Mr. Crockford replied in the 
’ negative, and was supported by Messrs. Vince and Barrows. 
‘Alter an animated cebate and an excellent. summing up 
by the chairman, the opinion of the menbers present was 
expre: sed in the negative by a majority of two votes. A 
vote of: thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 








Legal Pews. 


The office of controller of the Corporation of London has 
become vacant by the resignation, through ill healtb, of Mr. 
Ferdinand Brand, who had held it for thirty or forty years. 
The salary latterly has been £2,000 a year, but it is said to 
be in contemplation to change materially both the duties 
and the emoluments. 


On Tuesday in the House of Lords, in answer to Earl de 
le Warr, Earl Beauchamp said it was the intention of the 
Attorney-General to introduce in the present session a 
measure relating to the liability of masters for injuries 
eauced to servants in their employment by fellow servants. 
When the Bill would be introduced or what its provisions 
would be he was unable to state. 


At the Bradford County Court, on Friday, the 
judge (Mr. W. T. S. Daniel, Q.C.) referred to the decision 
which he gavea fortnight ago in the case of Rhodes, the 
trustee of Joseph Hanson, a manufacturing chemist at Huns- 
worth, against the Liverpool Investment Company, Limited, 
in which the question was whether there had been a fraudu- 
Jent preference. His Honour, who gave his decision 
fir the plaintiff, sid that he bad seen from reports in 
the public papers that on appeal from his decision a com- 
plaint was made that he had omitted to do all that was 
necessary to enable the Court of Appeal to grantarule nisi 
if they desired todo so, If he bad done so he was very 
sorry, but he thought he had carefully done everything 
necessary to enable the court to grant the rule. It seems 
th:t it was said to be a bard-hip that the parties should be 
tubjected to costs for the omission of the county court 
judge to do what he ought to have done: The difficulty of 
the section was one which he had pointed out 
often tefore, and it was ono which it was difficult 
for advocates — however skilful they might be — to 
apply, but ke bad always endeavoured to support the 
object of the section. The words of the section were to the 
effect that on the trial of any case, suit, or proceeding, the 
judge, at the request of either party, should make a note of 
any question of law raised, the facts in evidence in relation 
thereto, and of his decision thereon, and of his decision of 
the cause, suit, or proceeding. ‘The question was whether 
there was a fraudulent preference or not, and in the note 
wh'ch he furnished he calied it a fraudulent preference. 
He did not know what more he could have done to enable 
the «ourt to have scen the question raised, or the facts bear- 
ing upon it in the notes, and to see whether it was so or 
not; therefore, he did feel surprised when he saw that in the 
eourt in which the appeal was made—the Court of Common 
Pleas, before Lord Coleridge and Mr. Justice Grove—the 
complaint was made, not by the judges, but by the counsel, 
that the judge had neglected to certify the grounds of his 
decision. If he recollected aright he reserved judgment 
because he thonght he would endeavour to show as plain] 
as he could in words what he thought was the point whic 
could be fainly submitted to the Court of Appeal for the 
purpote of the court saying whether certain moneys which 
had been paid at the instance and for the purpose of the dis- 
charge of sureties was or was not a fraudulent preference. 
With regard to the requirements of the section to which he 
had referred, it was hardly possible for a plaintiff to know 
beforehend what defence would be set up, and it was hardly 
p sible for a plaintiff to say what questions of law would 
arise, and by requiring advocates in the progress of a case 
to make up their minds definitely what was the particular 
—_ of law and what were the facts was to im upon 


m the discharge of « duty which had been found too great 


Appatuturents, Ete. 


Mr. Aurrep Henry Arnovutp, solicitor, D.C.L. (0 the 
firm of Mackeson, Taylor, & Arnould), of 59, Lincoln’s-ing. 
fields, has been appointed a Commissioner to take 
Acknowledgments by Married Women in Eogland of 
relating to property in the Presidency of Bombay and iy 
dependencies. 

Mr. Henry BEtt, barrister, of Calcutta, has been 
pointed Standing Counsel for the Bengal Presidenoy, 
succession to Mr. John Pitt Kennedy, resigned. Mr. Bel] 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary 
1873, and has been for some time legal remembranoer ty 
the Government of Bengal, and a member of the Bengal 
Legislative Council. 

Mr. Artuvur Bucuannay, solicitor, of Guoual and 
Middleshough, has been appointed Clerk to the Brotton 
Local Board. Mr. Buchannan was admitted in 1870, andis 
clerk to the Lieutenancy of North Riding, coroner for Lap. 
baurgh East, clerk to the Guardians and Rural Sanitary Ay. 
thority, and assessment commissioner of Guisborough Union, 
clerk to the Guisborough Local Board, Burial Board, and 
School Board, clerk to the Skelton Local Board and Burial 
Board, and to the Skelton and Stanghow School, and clerk tp 
the Lofthouse and District Local Board. 


Mr. Gzorce Drrrie, deputy town clerk of Scarborough, 
has been appointed Town Clerk of that borough, in succg. 
sion to Mr. John James Paul Moody, deceased. ; 
Moody, Turnbull, and Graham have been appointed solicitors 
to the corporation. 


Mr. Witt1aM VeRvLING Greco, solicitor, of Dublin ani 
Cork, has been appointed Crown Solicitor for the County of 
Cork. Mr. Gregg was admitted a solicitor in Irelandia 
1843, and was mayor for the city of Cork last year. 


Mr. Henry Paice, solicitor {of the firm of Downing & 
Paice), of Redruth, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
England. 

Mr. RosErt JoHN PARKER, solicitor, of Selby, has been 
appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at that place, 
in succession to the late Mr. Joseph Dobson Weddall. Mr 
oe was admitted a solicitor in 1845, and is in partner. 
ship with Mr. Thomas Motley Weddall. 

Mr. CremenT Stretton, solicitor, who was Mayor of the 
borough of Leicester for the past year, has, in consequence 


alty for the residue of the current year. Mr. Stretton was 
admitted a solicitor in 1849. 

Mr. Toomas Henry Trornton, D.C.L., C.S.1, of the 
Bengal Civil Service, has been appointed a Judge of the 
Chief Court of the Panjab. 








High Court of Fustice, 


QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Before Metxor, J., and a Common Jury.) 
Nov. 27.—Pritchard vy. M’ Mahon 

Murphy, Q.C., and Jervis, appeared for the plaintiff. 

Gully, Q.C., for the defendant, 

The plaintiff is a veterinary surgeon and a Fellow of the 
Royal Veterinary College of London, and the defendant is s 
horse-dealer living in Ireland. In 1877 the defendant 
brought an action against a Mr. Franks to recover the 
price of some horses. ‘The plaintiff was served with 4 
subpena to give evidence on behalf of the plaintiff in that 
case, the present defendant. It was uncertain when the 
case would come on, and for nino days, until he received 
a letter from the solicitors for the defendant, he did not 
know whether he would have to attend the trial or not, 
he could not make any professional engagements for thos 
days, not knowing whether he would be able to keep thea 
or not, On the 80th of November the case was in the list 
for the day, and the plaintiff attended in court; but owing 
to%the turn which the case took he was not called 8% 





for the mest learned advocates at Nisi Prius, 





witness. He was paid a guinea for conduct money when 
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subpoena was served, and before action ancthet guine 

tendered to him, and, being refused, was paid into 
He claimed two guineas a day for loss of time, 
each of the nine days for which he had to hold him- 
in readiness, and five guineas for the day on which 
attended the trial. Other actions are pending by 
meterinary surgeons who were also served with subposnas, 

it had been agreed to try this case as a test case. 

fis LonpsHrP, upon these facts, directed judgment to be 
entered for the defendant, following a case in the Queen’s 
Bench, in which it was held that, as the witness was bound 
to obey the subpoona, there was no consideration for any 
promise which could be inferred on the part of the person 


gerving him to pay him. 


z TERS 


EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 
(Before Mr. Baron Potxock and a Special Jury.) 
Nov. 7.—TZhe Society of Apothecaries v. Shepperley. 
55 Geo. 3, c. 194—Custom of the trade of chemist and druggist. 

Day, Q.C., M. Howard, Q.C., and Stanyer, appeared for 
dhe plaintiff. 

Sir H. James, Q.C., and Higgins, for the defendant. 

The action was brought to recover two penalties of £20, 
ander statute 55 Geo. 3, c. 194, on the ground that the de- 
fendant had acted as an apothecary without a certificate 
ander that Act. The defendant alleged that he had only 

ispensed drugs as a chemist and druggist would have done 
before the Act of 1815, and that he was therefore within 
the protection of the 28th section. He also set up a custom 
in the trade to prescribe for simple complaints. 

From the evidence for the plaintiffs it appeared that the 
defendant had prescribed for a customer and had also sup- 
plied bim with the medicine, and it was contended that the 
act of prescribing rendered the defendant liable to the 
penalties imposed by the Act. 

On behalf of the defendant several witnesses were called 
to prove the custom of the trade prior to 1815, Mr. Cupiss 
stated that he was eighty years of age, and that in 1814 he 
was serving his apprenticeship at Uttoxeter, that his master 
used to dispense and sell medicines, and used to make 
inquiries of the customers as to his complaint if he thought 
it was necessary. In the caso of a cold he would ask 
whether it was in the head or in the bronchial tubes, and 
dispense accordingly. If asked, he would feel a person’s 
pe but would not examine his throat, and would only 
barge for the medicine. Two other witnesses gave similar 
evidence, and 

Pottock, B., having summed up, the jury returned a 
verdict for the defendant, for whom the judgment was 
accordingly entered. 








County Courts. 


LIVERPOOL. 
(Before J. F, Coturer, Esq., Judge.) 
Dec. 9.—The Local Board of West Derby v. Beil. 
Limitation of Time—Demand—* Owner.” 

This case, heard originally before Mr. Collier on the 14th 
‘of November, came again before his Honour on the 4th 
‘inst., on a rehearing. Judgment, which was then reserved; 
was given on the 9th inst., the rosult being that the non- 
‘suit was set aside and judgment entered for the plaintiffs. 

The facts were these :—The board, ia the exercise of 
the powers conferred on them by section 150 of the Pablio 
Health Act, 1875, gave notice in the year 1876 to the 
‘owners of property in Lorne-street, Fairfield, near Liver- 
pool, requiring them, within the time mentioned in the 
notice, to construct such atreet. One of these notices was 
served upon the defendant, who was in collection of the 
rent of two houses‘ there, The notices not having been 
‘complied with, the work was done by the board, and the 
‘expenses, in the usual way, apportioned amonget the 

» The apportionment against the defendant 
@mounted to £18 183, 4d. Notice of this apportionment 
Was served on himonthe 29th of March last ; and attached 
to the notice was a printed demand for payment. Pay- 
fment not having been made, the plaintiffs brought the 





present action, the amount claimed being the £18 18s. 4d., 
with 9s. 9d. for interest, payable according to the Act from 
the date of the demand, together £19 8s. 1d. 

at - hearing, as above mentioned, took place on the 

th ult. j . 

Radcliffe (of the firm of Radcliffe & Layton), appeared © 
for the plaintiffs, and 

Pierce, for the defendant. . ; get 

It was contended’on bebalf of the latter that the action 
was brought too late, the six months allowed by the statute 
(section 257)-for the purpose having expired on the 29th of 
September, and the action not having been brought until the 
7th of October; and, moreover, that the defendant, being 
merely a collector of the rents, was not the “‘ owner.”- For 
the plaintiffs it was submitted that although the statute pro- 
vided that the six months should be reckoned from “ the 
service of the demand,” the time did not commence to run 
until the end of the three months, within which the appor- 
tionment could be disputed, the demand being during the 
three months simply inchoate. And as to the question of 
ownership, the 4th section of the Public Health Act, enacting 
that the term “‘ owner”’ should include a person who received 
the rent as agent for another, was conclusive. 

Judgment was delivered on the 21st of November. His 
Honour held that the defendant was an “owner,” but that 
the demand for payment having been made while the deiend- 
ant had still a right to dispute the apportionment was rot 
valid, or that if it was valid, the six months ran from the 
actual service, and that consequently the plaintiffs had not 
taken their proceedings in time; and he accordingly directed 
anonsuit. Leave was, however, given to the plaintiffs to 
appeal. 

Application was subsequently made to set aside the 
nonsuit, on the ground that, assuming that the first demand 
was invalid, the plaintiffs could prove a subsequent valid 
demand. 

The case was accordingly argued afresh on the 4th inst., 
and proof was given by the plaintiffs of two demands made 
after the expiration of the three months. The defendant’s 
solicitor, on this occasion, contended, in opposition to this, 
that the first demand was a valid one, and that the six 
months were to be reckoned from the date of actual service, 
although made within the three months, and that conse- 
quently the action was too late. The plaintiff's solicitor, 
on the other hand, contended that if the first demand was 
valid, the plaintiffs had nine months; if it was not, then 
six months had not elapsed since the date of the second 
and valid demand. His Honour intimated that he would 
deliver his judgment in writing. It was so delivered on 
the 9th inst. 

After referring to the statement of facts in his former 
jadgment, and making a few preliminary observations, his 
Honour proceeded :—I adhere to that part of my former 
jadgment in which I held that the defendant in this case 
came within the meaning of the word “owner” in the 
interpretation clause (section 4) of the Act, and I think he 
was rightly sued as being the owner, in the sense of the 
Act, at the time the work was done. The principal mate- 
rial fresh evidence adduced at the second hearing was a 
notice from the clerks to the local board to the defendant, 
dated the 6th of August, 1878, and served the same day, 
requiring him to pay the amount of apportionment. I 
think this was a notice of demand within the meaning of 
the Act, and that if no other valid notice had been given 
previously, the action, which was brought on the 7th of 
October, was in time. A notice of demand had, however, 
been served, as mentioned in my former judgment, on the 
29th of March, and the question is, Was that notice a valid 
one? In my previous judgment I inclined to the opinion 
that it was not a valid notice, but I did not directly decide 
the point. It becomes necessary for me to dosonow. I 
relied very much on certain words used by Field, J., in 
delivering the jadgment of the Queen’s Bench Division in 
the case of Grece v. Hunt (L. R. 2 Q B.D. 389), and as 
they are material to my judgmont in the present case, I 
will repeat them. Speaking of the notice of apportionment 
and of the notice of demand, he says:—‘'The notice of 
apportionment is designed to fulfil a very different office 
from the notice of demand. It is a step in the machinery 
provided for the purpose of ascertaining the liability of the 
owner; there is not at the time it is served any liability to 
pay the apportioned sum, nor can there be until the lapse 
of three months afterwards, and in the event of the owner 
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successfully disputing the apportionment the sum 80 appor- 
tioned will never Some due. What we think the 62a0d 
section requires is such a document as shall bring clearly 
and pointedly to the mind of the person in default that he 
is required to pay the sum which has been in some way 
prea found to be due from Lim.” I humbly thiok 
at this is a correct statement of the operation of the notice 
of apportionment and of the notice of demand r tively. 
The judges of the Queen's Bench Division decide that there 
is no liability at the time of the service of the notice of 
apportionment ; bat can a demand be good for a sum there 
is no liability to pay? They hold that a document is 
required which shall bring clearly to the mind of the person 
in default that he is required to pay a sum which bas been 
previously found to be due from him. But at the time the 
notice of apportionment is served there is nobody in default, 
and the requirement to pay a sum previously found to be 
due points clearly to a demand made when the apportion- 
ment has become binding and conclusive. It is hardly 
necessary to adduce instances to show that a demand to 
pey a sum which is not payable is abortive. I, therefore, 
ere to the opinion I expressed before, that the de- 
mand of the 29th of March was not a valid one. I think 
that the demand of the 6th of August was a valid one, 
and that the action, having been brought within six 
months of the latter notice, was brought in time. 
Before I conclude, however, I think it is expedient to 
notic: the case of Wilson v. The Mayor of Bolton, reported 
in7 L. R.Q B., p. 105. That case is undoubtedly against 
the view I have taken. There the notice of apportionment 
and the notice of demand were served at the same time, and 
in the judgment of Lush, J., the notice of demand was 
treated as good. But no objection was taken to the notice 
in argument, and, therefore, we may infer that its validity 
was taken to be admitted. In the case of Grece .v. 
Hunt, however, the notice of apportionment and the 
notice of demand were both very fully considered, and the 
court held thet the notice of demand was distinct from the 
notice of apportionment, and should bring to the mind of a 
perssn in default that he was required to pay a sum 
previously found dae from him. The judgment in Grece 
v. Hunt was a considered judgment. It is the latest 
delivered. It directly deals with the documents in dis- 
pute ia the present case. I humbly conceive it lays 
down the true prisciples which ought to govern the 
service of the notice of apportionment and the notice of de- 
mand, and I therefore prefer it to that in the case of Wilson 
v. The Mayor of Bolton. For the reasons I have stated I 
give judgment for the plaintiffs for £18 183. 4d., being the 
amount of the apportionment, and ls. for interest from the 
6th of Angust; bot inasmuch as the new trial. was 
necessitated through their not having produced the notice 
of the 6th of August at the first trial, I think they ought to 
pay the ecs‘s of the first trial.’ 

The plaintiffs’ solicitor hoped that his Honour would not 
mulct his clients in the costs of the first trial, as the question 
of the validity or invalidity of the first demand had arisen 
on that tris], and there wes consequently no apparent 
necessity to prove any o' her demand. 

His Hoxovr, however, considered that it would be better 
that his previous or der as to this should stand. The plain- 
tiffs would have the cos‘s of the second trial. 

Leave was given to the defendant to sppeal, and the 
| wor veneg also were *o be at liberty to do so should they 





LEEDS, 
(Before Mr. S-rjesnt Trsvst Atxisson, Judge. 
Jernison ¥. Leach, 
Distress for rent—No actual seizure. 

His Homsors, in giving judgment, ssid :—A question has 
arisen in this case a8 to whether the plaintiff can recover the 
gum he claime, £2 15¢., from the defendant, the holder of a 
bell of sale over the goods of the plaintiff's tenant. The 
facts, aa they wire proved at the time, were that the 
plaintiff, to whom a quarer’s rent was duc om the 29th of 
June from his tenant, hearing the defendant was in possession 
under + bill of sale aad was preparing to remove the goods, 
went down to the premises and found two men preparing to 
remove them. The pleintiff gave notice that £3 15s. was due 
for tent, and said be should claim the goods for his rent 
and aleo said, “1 tok: posmemsion.”” The men re- 


. ——_— 
plied, “ We have a bill of sale, and intend to remove thy 
goods;” and during the temporary absence of the 
they carted them away. It is contended for the plain 
that on these facts the plaintiff is entitled to recover on the 
ground that there was a sufficient distress so as to make its 
wrongful act for the defendant to remove the goods, Thy 


I 


that is, that the surrounding facts of the case may by cop. 
struction amount to a distress, is found in the case 
Cramer and Company (Limited.) v. Mott (L. R, 
Q.B, 357). There the lodger of the defendant brought 
with hima piano he had hired of the plaintiffs. They song 
two men tocarry away the piano. The defendant’s wife me 
the men in the passage outside the room, and having 
informed of their object, said that the piano should not leaye 
the house unless what was owing for rent by the | 
was paid. The learned judge at the trial ruled that if the 
jury believed that the defendant, by his wife acting as his 
agent, bond fide detained the piano for rent in arrear, thy 
would amount to a distress without actual seizure. Ths 
Court of Queen’s Bench upheld this ruling, the Lord Chief 
Justice observing in his jadgment—‘“ A seizure may be con- 
structive as well as actual. I think there need not be ap 
actual seizure to create a distress; it is enough that the land. 
lord or his agent takes effectual means to prevent the te- 
moval of the article from off the premises on the ground of 
rent being in arrear; and he does this when he declares that 
the article shall not be removed until the rent is paid.” 
It appears to me that the facts of the present case bring it 
within the principle of this decision. The intention of the 
plaintiff, when he heard that the defendant was removing 
the goods of his tenant, from whom a quarter’s rent was 
due, was clearly to stop the goods from being removed until 
the rent waspaid. His telling the defendant’s men that he 
claimed the goods for his rent, and that he took possession, 
would, although the point was not taken at the trial, es 
amount to an impounding, under Tennant v. Field (6 W. 
11), and would clearly have made the removal of the goods 
by the defendant a wrongful act. I am satisfied, therefore, 
upon the authorities and the facts of this case that there wasa 
distress wade sufficient in law to entitle the plaintiff to re- 
cover the sum claimed, 

Verdict for the plaintiff, £3 15s. 


ak, 


“Legislation of the Meck. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
DEC. 6.—BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to amend the Medical Act, 1858.—Dr. Lush. 

Bill to enable owners and occupiers of property in cer- 
tain districts to prevent the common sale of intoxicating 
liquors within such districts.—Sir Wilfred Lawson. 

Bill to abolish the property qualifications for members of 
municipal corporations and other local governing bodies.— 
Mr. Mandella. 

Bill to amend the Burial Laws.—Mr. Balfour. 

Bill to extend the hours of polling in boronghs other 
than metropolitan.—Mr, Chamberlain. 

Bill to amend the Consecration of Churchyards Act, 
1867.—Mr. Monk. 

Bill to amend the law with respect to certain colonial 
marriages.— Mr. Koatchbull-Hugessen. 

Bill to extend the provisions of the Clerical Disabilities 
Removal Act, 1870.—Mr, Goldney, 

Bill to amend the Gun Licence Act, 1870.—Mr. M- 
Stewart. 

Bill for the improvement of spirits in bond.—Mr. 
O'Sullivan. 

Bill to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors on Sun- 
day.—Mr. Stevenson, 

ill to extend the provisions of the Employers end Work- 
ae Act, 1875, to seamen while in British watere.—Mr. 
urt, 

Bill to remove dirqualification by medical relief for in- 
feetious or contagious disease.—Mr, Rathbone, 

Bill to provide for the compulsory audit of the accounts of 
joint-stock banka, and for the annual publication of state- 
ae of accounts according to a prescribed form—Dr. 
Jammer 








‘on. 
Bill to enable incumbents of parishes and ecclesiasticak 
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districts, or ministers in charge of the same, to permit in- 
terments in churchyards with a religious service other than 
that of the Church of England, or without any religious 
—Mr. Ritchie. 
Bill to amend the Licensing Laws.—Mr. Staveley Hill. 
Bill to make better provision for the maintenance, re- 
, and relief of the insane, imbecile, and infirm poor 
rgeable in unions and parishes in England, other than 
in the metropolis.—Mr. Rodwell. 

Bill for the prohibition of vivisection—Mr, Holt. 

Bill to render lawful marriage with a deceased wife's 
sister.—Sir T. Chambers. 

Bill to extend the powers of the Artizans’ Dwellings Act 
of 1868 by provisions for compensation and rebuilding.— 
Mr, Torrens. 

Bill to amend the Pablic Health Act, 1875.—Mr. A. 


Bill to repeal the Contagious Diseases Acts.—Sir Har- 
court Johnstone. 

Bill to shorten the duration of Parliaments.—Mr. J. 
Holms. 

Bill to amend the administration of the Inhabited Honse 
Daty and the Income-tax.—Mr. Hubbard. 
Bill to extend the jurisdiction of the county courts.— Mr. 
Norwood. 

Bill to amend the Burial Laws.—Mr. O. Morgan. 

Bill to amend the law of libel.—Mr. Hutchinson. 

Bill to amend the Poor Law Amendment Act, 1876.— Mr. 


Mellor. 
Bill to facilitate the control and cure of habitual drunkards. 
—Dr. Cameron. 
Bill for the licen-ing of m:tropolitan racecourses.—Mr. 
n. 
DEC, 9.—BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
Bill to provide for the better pres:rvation of ancient 
monaments.—Sir J. Lubbock. 
Bill to codify and amend the law of copyright.—Mr. E. 
Jenkins. : 


DEC. 10.—BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to amend the law relating to nomination of overseers 
by select vestries by custom or usage.—Mr. James. 

Bill to amend the Patents for Inventions Laws and Bill 
to amend the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875.—Mr. 
Anderson. 

Bill to amend the Gun Licence Act, 1870.—Sir A. 

n. 
DEC. 11.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Disqualification by receipt of medical relief. 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to enable persons about to marry to make valid and 
binding agreements with regard to the bringing up of their 
children.—Mr. O’Shaugbnessy. 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Cc 
Date, Tee Se Er ORE yb, Masa, 
Saturday, Dec.. 14Mr,Clowes Mr. Latham Mr. Teesdale 
Monday ....,, 16 ac Merivalo Ward 
Tuesday ...,,, 17 Latham Milne Pemberton 
Wednesday,.., 18 Leach Merivals Ward 
Thursday .,,, 19 Latham M Pemberton 
Friday........ 20 Leach Merivale Ward 
V.0.Bacow, V.0. Hats, ‘Mr Justice 

Saturday, Dec. 14Mr, Merivaly Mr. Ward Mr, Farrer 
Monday .,.,.. 16 Farrer Koe Holdship 
Tuesday ......17 King Clowes Teesdale 
Wodnesday.... 18 Farrer Koo Holdship 
Thursday .... 19 King Clowes ‘Tooadale 

Yeosesses 20 ° Farrer Koo Holdship 

JUSTICE. 








HIGH COURT OF 
MIDDLESEX, 
MIcHARLMA* Srrrina, 1878, 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL, 
(Concluded from page 107.) 
OP S11 Johns (Urooks and 8) v North Metropolitan Tram Co (It C 
Godfray) 8 


| © P S12 Acres (Same) v Same (Same) 8J 
Ex 313 Burnup G.se8 W Wand) y Windas and anr, trading, &c 


Ex 314 aliane (0 ¥ B Birchall) v Birch (WH Lydall) 
CP 815 Bachansn (Wary, B and B) v Ocean Marine Insurance Co 
(Waltons, B Ww) 


, B ani 
Ex 3816 Corby (C Mossop) v Warwick (Speechly and Co) 
Ex 317 Neustadt and Co (Lumley and L) vy Burgoyne and ors (Van 
Sandau and C) 8J 
CP 3is a Co (Roberts and B) v Preston (J Wilton Few 


0) 
Ex 319 Mulligan (W A Greatorex) v Caldwell (J B Towse) 
C P 320 Watson (C angen | v Higgins (A S M Vosper) 
Ex 321 Terry (Goldring and J) v Seaton (Mathews and W) 
QB 322 Gibbs (A G Ditton) v Cox (Wild, B and B 
QB 323 Ryland and McMaster (Cattarns, J and H) v Vogan (Smith, 


F and L) 
QB 324 Shaw = ors (Ingledew, I and G) v Siemens Bros (Johnson 


n) 
CP 325 Tamwaco, Micrulachi and Ma’ dato (Freshfields and 
W)v ef (Norris, Aand Co) 8J 
Ex 326 Witty (E W Owles) v Wallace and anr (Plews and Co) 
C P 327 Le Patourel (Ashurst, M and Co) Hudson (Peacock and G) 


8J 
CP 328 Fenwick and Co (Lowless and Co) v Watkins (G Kebbell) 
Q B 329 Russell and Co, limd (E Burkitt) y Preston (J W Few and 


Co) 

Ex 330 Kerr (Roy and C) v Eo (Merriman and Morris) 
C P 331 Lambert (Angell and I Terry) v Saunders (Hewitt and A) 
CP 332 a (Farnfields) v Culliford and ors (Hollams, Son and 
Ex 333 Brough (Hubert Wood) v Cordery (Duffield and B) P27} 
C P 334 Benton (Sorrell and Son) v Pyke (Cole and J) 
Q B 335 Ellwood (Bolton and Co) v Chaplin and Horne (R F Roberts) 

P 336 Stokes (T Welis) vy Kromse' ler (J S Lickorish) 


Cc 

Ex 337 Sir H M M Thompson (Murray, H and 8) v McHenry 
(Gregoryand Co) SJ 

QB 333 Schweiler and Co (H Bradley) v Pain (Fairfields), commn 

QB 339 a (Lowless and Co) vy Arnott and ors (Dawes 
and Son 

Q B 34 Same (Same) v The Cork Harbour Docks and Warehouses 
Co (Same) SJ 

QB 341 Northampton and Banbury Junction Ry Co (Bircham and 
rey v East and West Junction Ry Co (Merrick and Co) 


C P 342 E Pellas and Co (Lowless and Co) vy Thomas and Griffiths 
Inglefield, [and G) 8J . 7 
Ex 343 Hoare (E F B Hartson) v Lewis (S Betteley) 
C P 344 Eyre (A Vosper) v Drawbridge ({{m Person) 
QB 345 es =e Spring (Hollams, Son and C) vWakefield (Waltons, 
and W) 8 
CP 346 Rasch (Llewellyn, A and H) v Goodwin (S T Cooper) 
C P 347 Bridgemarsh Brickfields Co, limd (W H Roberts) v Hatton 
(Tilley and S) 
Q B 348 Throop (Young and Sons) v De Forenede Dampmoiler ( Hol- 
lams, Son and C), commission 
Ex 349 Bennett (S F Langham) v SLondon, Brighton, &c, Ry Co 
(Norton, Rand Co) 8J 2 
C P 350 Vickers (Trinders and C Hayward) v Liebig’s Extract of 
Meat Co, limd (Field, R and Co) 
QB 351 Wied (Fry and Hudson) v Dettmar (Wilde, B, M and 
) 


C P 352 Ward (T R Watson) v Parrick (R W Stacpocle) 

Ex 353 Strevett (Sole, Tand K) v Harries (A W Mills) 

Q B 354 Harvey and Co (Morgan and G) v Reddin (D Birt) 

Q B 355 F Huth and Co (Hollams, Son and C) v Nathan and Wood 


(C E Freeman) 

C P 356 Turnbull, Stewart and Co (Waltons, B and W) v De Putron 
(Stocken and Co) SJ 

Ex 357 Tyser and Balme (H 8 Winnett) v Komatzski (Crouch and 
Ss 


3) 
C P 358 Tucker (Waltons, B and W) v Silva (Hollams, Son and C) 
s 


QB 359 Woodhouse and anr (Bowker, P, B and C) v Hampton (W 
Rawlins), without jury = 
QB 360 Sandford (L Keays) v Smith (J and F Needham) 
CP 361 b= gy (Ley and M) v Harris and Bull, exors, &c (Can- 
iffe, B and C) i 
Q B 362 Ingall, Phillips and Co (Hollams, Son and C) v Davies (F 
ley) &8J 


Brad 
QB 363 — (Haywards, K and 8) v S Stanbridge (Clapham 
ani 


Ex 964 Wilkinson (Sole, T and C) v Murray (Langley and G) _ 

C P 365 Gabb and wife (T Beard and Sons) vy North Metro 
Tram Co (H C Godfray) 

C P 366 Finch (H Montagu) v Dixon (Argles and R) 

QB 367 Festene <a Son and C) ¥ Midland Ry Co (Beale, 

and Co) & 

QB 368 Turnbull and anr (Same) v British and Foreign Marine In- 
surance Co, limd (Argies and A) SJ 

Ex 969 Aimers (H W Christmas) v Fast and West India Dock Co 
(Freshfields and W) 8J " 

C P 870 Slater and wife (T Beard and Sons) v¥ North Metropolitan 
Tram Co (H C Godfray) - 

QB 871 a and wife (F W Denny) v Bastman (Mills, I and 


Q B 372 Graves and anr (Stokes, 8 and 8) v MeCuteheon (Emmet 


and Son) 
QB 373 — (J W Heritage) v Thornton and Pettingill (In Pex 
son 
C P 874 Newman (J Croft) v Job (C Mossop) 
B 375 Carver (Fry and Hf) vy Adams (J W Heritage) 
x 876 Feieon and anr (J N Mason) v Tennant (Darley and C) 


Rx 9877 Bevington (Lewis, M and LL) vy Vaughan (WH Herbert) 





Kx 373 Jones and anr (Popplestone and B) y Hough and anr (igre 
and H) SJ 
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_ ns se price tole Fox & BovsFi£LpD, at the Mart, | § tioners .—Lewis and Co, Old Jewry, eolicitors for theper v.C. Ma 
m. e : e : : 
ith es ’ old Property (see advertisement, Woreihes nt fo, pies pel jon meng ee are required cn or before al, 
Gla mber 18.—Mr. ARTHUR JACKSON debts or claims to Frederick dy ee OE ee te ‘ 
astonbury, at 4 for 5 p.m., Freeh 1 at the George Hotel, > at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudi ati ford. Tuesday, Ja Barri, W 
aaokss. eehold Estate (see advertise- claims : cating upon the debtsand ttt, ¥.0 
IMITED IN C Birch, 
‘cnteeiaita teats compar mney, Bee 10.1878 aus 
at his chambers for the time and icaiag! ge fixed Deo Ae , 
PU Fn liquidator e for the appolntment of a Daniel, Re 
UBLIC COMPANIES. per Laaund Colliery Company, Limited.—By an order made by Vil bn, 0 
December 12, 1878. wound up. Roberts, yh Lhagogy A that the above comenl bs Evans, ' 
GOVERNMENT F Brighton Co-operative Stores Tans wae for the petitioners Fisher, Hi 
8 per Cent. Consols, 943 xd UNDs. dated July 19, appointed John Ball B Ag Malins has by an orler Curtis, 
Ditto for Account, Jan. 3, 94 Annuities, April, 85, 9f hall st, to be official liquidator all, Gresham buildings, Basing- Harrison, 
Lo. 3 per Cent. Rednest Pry Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 a Brake Company, Limited —V.C. B. = 
New 3 per Cenv., $43 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct 3 ated Nov 22 appointed Edward Llewell -C, Bacon has by an onder Hawley, 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, £500, Do,2 dis. S00. | ee ae wellyn Ernest, Queen st pl, to be Bell 
De oh ree ee” fant ooe Ditto, £100 & £260, 2 dis — and Company, Limited —By an ord Hemirg, 
Do 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 ank of England Stock, 252 ated Nov 30, it wae<rdered that the above c made by V.0. Beem ma 
Annuities, Jan, '80 | Ditte for Account. =" . paren and Co, Queen Victoria st, sol cbeve company be WOtinEE lan 
mwa seoalan "i : 
ae etic sn iane am Tories Bae Ma nae 
t ~dlines 3 _¥.G, li . 
RAILWAY Market ehersan’ tetoen st, Strand, solicitors alins, on Fp Tubbs. J 
STOCK. © mpany, Limite ee ae eens Skating Rink y, Tad 
Railways. : — to be heard before V.C. Malins ng Up presented Dee 7, die ree, : 
Stock | Bri Paid] Closing Price. | _ for the petitiones. billy agente fur Heygate Wellingborough, at ol Wooler, 
Fre eres ne BERBUOE cin cosscscrseseserses oo ae Oldham. msotte Print Cc inghorcegh, my V0. A 
} ee eeeterees a5 n ra e 
jew ame and South-Western soe} 100 96 Dec 19 at 12 at his poe Rng oy the door ent pase MR. hes Sas 
Sock| Great — Ordinary Stock ..........., abe - 99 ment of an official liquidator @ and place for the appoint 
ae eee 
Stock| Do... A Stock nn etait iod at ; Uxrrmiren 1x CHaxcany, 
outher seecseseeereseereseseree] 100 ew c 10, 1878, 
fon Great Westera~Original. oiiveiand 2") 100 | 129 mide by the MER. dated operative Loan Socicty.—By on ore = 
mand Teck PERE DALE a 93 society be Nov 30 it was ord ; - 
Sioc|tondon Brighton, and Sout Goan cer| wo | a8 abarit, Nenpor. aioe forte. edtonar cine fl 
a ae Se ee sovenee r ' 
- London and ee eee vee} 100 35 up comes bere yom Wales District Bank.—Petition for winding me 
wee iontes and South Western... 100 140 20. ‘Clarke and Co, Lincoln’ to be heard before V.C. Malins on Dee bay 
Stock | Met ~e res Sheffield, and Lincoln. eee 4 - aten 8 inn fields, solicitors for the petitioners Dom: 
an doe eeseneres 4 
sock Do., District 100 iis ay Societies Dissolved. — 
Midland 100 él} Cambrian Female Friendly Bookity, Brituanio' Bevan 
Ft dre 4 121 Dec 4 y Society, Britannia Inn, Cefa Mawr, Denbigh Burro 
aste 1 8 
sears — London vesseees| 100 sit Widow and Orphans’ Poe map Dec. 10, 1878. cae 
Stoel taffordshire ...,..... 100 162 cient Order of Foresters’ urton-on-Trent District of the 
Prem ere hel brnepannersenaarereesirs Ln 4 st, Burton-on-Trent. ny Friendly Society, Rifleman’s Ion, Coven 
1 Cred Estate Conyt 
* A receives no dividend aati a “s mic: pry 6 a in Chancery. ‘Swa 
til 6 per cent. has been paid to B. Haly, General Sir Will Tuxspay, yu a ee Crock 
rah rt William O’Grad : y Son 
ae I is re K.C.B, Canada 
amu Mee, 4 Hely, M. B. Law nite see, ~~ ar i ml 
Harsies », Newcattle-apon-Tyne, Co’ sq. Lincola’s ina Tar 
son v. Barris: . AY 5 liery Owner. 
ion, M.K. Allan ard 8 Dndr 
:d Davies, Newcas:le-upoa-Tye ly 
Dutt 
* 
Goa 
Rr 
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Whaits, Robert, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Jan 6. 
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ard George, High st, Staines, Chemist. Dec 31. Eld v. 
ones, M.R. Edmunds, St Bride’s avenue, Fleet st 
J , Eltham, Merchant. Dec 20. Relten v. Kebbell, V.C. 


M 
ar “Grone, Finsbury eirc1s . 
John Charlee, High st, Southwark, Tailor. Dec 20. Williams 
re ee y.C. Mains, Woodrooffe, Great Dover st. Borough 
zi Paris Maria, Sussex st, Pimlico. Dec 20. Newton v. New- 
meniy C. Malins. Maitland, Knight Rider st, Doctor’s commons 
peareth, Thomas Richard, Mottingham, Kent, Gent. Dec 3l. Hyde v 
h, V.C. Hall. Robinson, Christchurch passage, Newgate st 
Verity, John, King st, Covent Garden, Gas Engineer. Jan 1. Verity 
Verity, V.C. Maline. Parsons, Fenchurch buildings 
ys, Rowland, New Sleaford, Lincoln, Gent. Dec 23. Williams 
7, Starton, M.R. Tha‘cher, Bennet’s hill, Doctor’s commons 
. eoeing tra 29, o wes 
orge, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Farmer. Dec 31. illiams 
= V6. Malins, Goldingham, Worcester 
gaffer, George, Tipton, Stafford, Builder. Dee 31. Hutchinson vy. 
Haffoer, M.R. Warmington, Dudley 
Hodgkinson, James, Yeaveley, Derby, Farmer. Dee 24. Hodgkinson 
7, Baider, V.C. Malins. Holland, Ashborne 
Price, Lewis William, Brecon, Jeweller. Dec 31. Williams v. Jones 
v.c. Hall, Thomas, Brecon 
wpe, Charles Loftus, Camden rd, Camden Town, Esq. Jan 1 
Vipont v. Radcliffe, V.C. Malins. Huntley, Tooley s: 
Tugspay, Lec. 3, 1878. 
y, John, Buckley, Lancashire, Grocer. Jan 1. Seed v. Brierley, 
V.C. Malins, Brierley, Rochdale 
Hooper, William, Beechwood, Clapham Common, Telegraph Cable 
Manofacturer, Jan 6, Hooper vy. Hooper, M.R, Tilleard and Co, 


Jones, Baw 


w 
bn Tohn , Worcester, Gent. Dec 20. Hughes v. Fister, V.C 
we Thompson and Taylor, Worcester 
Matthews, William Sharp, Oulton, Stafford. Dec 24, Hassall y. Cer- 
ton, V.C. Malins. Horton, Birmingham 
, William, Aldershot, Capt 65 Foot. Jan8. Mitford v. Milford, 
MR. Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry 
Nicholson, Robert, Abbotsfield, Cheshire, Esq, Dec 31. Nicholson v. 
Nicholson, VC. Malins. Loader, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 





Goode, Eleanor, Hereford. Feb1. Humfrys, Hereford 

Harington, Alexander Stuart, East Grimstead, Lieutenant in the Rifle 
Brigade. Dee 31. Capron and Co, Savile place, Conduit st 
evens Joseph, Manchester, Gent. March 4. Riley, Wolverhamp- 


on 
= wae, Baldersdale, York, Farmer. Dec 31. Presto1, Kirkby 
phen 
= Joseph French, Little Braxted, Essex, Farmer. Dec 31. Blood,. 
itham 
ei “= Elizabeth, Kidderminster. Dec 9. Crowther, Kildermin- 
8 


r 

Macdonell, Patrick Ernest, Newton rd, Bayswater, Esq. Deo 31. 

Arnold and Co, Carey st, Lincoln’s-inn 

Massey, Elijah, Park-place-villas, Maida Hill West, Esq. Jan 29. 

Shaw, Derby 

Massey, Jonathan, Park-place-villas, Maida Hill West, Esq. Jan 29. 

Shaw, Derby 

Patey, Catharine, Clapham rd, Dee 31. 

wall 

Raines, Rev Francis Robert, Milnrow, Lancaster, M.A. Dec3l. Hind 

and Co, Manchester 

nen Thomas, St Helens, Lancaster, Grocer. Jan 1. Riley, St. 
elens 

Rassell, William, Monmouth rd, Bayswater, Gent. Jan 12. Clarke, 
Essex st, Sirand ° 


Patey and Warren, London- 


Tuespay, Dec 3, 1878. 
Albyn, Lancelct Saint, Holford, Somerset, Esq. Jan 1. Smith, 
Weston-super-Mare 
Allen, James Pearce, Waterluo place, Pall Mall, Bookseller. J.n 1.. 
Parker and Co, St Paul’s Churchyard 
Barlow, William, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Professor of Music. Ja. 16. 
Claye and Sm, Manchester 
Bawdon, Herbert, Silver st. Notting-hil!, Engineer. 
and Sheppard, Robert st, Adelphi 
Belgrove, John, Buckingham, Farmer. Dec 31. Parro!t, Aylesbury 
Brandon, Thomas, Rochdale, Tea Dealer. Jan 15. Standring, Roch- 


dale 
Breed, John, Hornsey Rise, Chemist. Jan 1. Van Sandau ani Co, 


Janl. Lefroy 





Nock, Mary, Bordesl y, Greev, Warwick. Dec 31. Holling v. Joh > 

Y,C. Mains. Needham, New ion, Strand 
Edward, inmate of the West Riding Lunatic Asylom, Wakefield. 
$1, Ogden v. Ogden, V.C, Malins. England, Halifax 
Frivay, Dec. 6, 1878. 

Barritt, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Builder. Jan 5. Wilde v. Bar- 
rit, V.C. Malins. Todd, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Birch, James Wheeler Woodford, Bath. Jan 15, Bingley v. King, 
Y¥.0, Hall, Moger, Bath 

Olarke, Herbert, Meltourne. May 1. Clarke v. Clarke, V.C. Halle 
Hall, Manchester : ; i 

Daniel, Rev Davies, Cardigan, Jan 6. Ferriorv. Evans, M.R. Davies, 
Queen st, Cheapside 

Evans, John, Kilgerran, Pembroke, Architect. Jan 13. Harries v. 
Evans, V.C, Malin:. Evans, Cardigan 

Fisher, Henry, Wandsworth rd, Geut. Jan6. Garford v. Fisher, M.R. 
Curtis, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Harrison, }Herbert William, Derby, Accountant. Dec 31. Ree v. 

V.C. Malins. Dubois, King st. Cheapside” 
yy Catherine, Theobald’s rd. Janil. Parker v. Shackell, V.C. 


Hemirg, Thomas, Shardineton, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Dec 31, Hem- 
ing v. Heming, V.C. Malins. Jessop, Cheltenham : 
Lovett, Philip William, Guildford, Solicitor. Jan 4. Lovett v, Lovett, 

~ V.C, Hall. Davie, New inn, Strand 
Madie, Susan, New North rd, Islington. Dec 30, Butler v. Flower, 
V.C. Hall. Mead, Jermyn st, St James’s 
Tubbs. John, Berwick st, Soho, Brush Manufacturer. Jan 1. 
¥. Tabbs, V.C. Bacon. Sherring, Lincolno’s inn fields 
Garton vy. Griffin, 


Peacock 


V.C. Malins. Ryland, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Wooler, David Elder, Victoria Park rd, Jan 11. Wooler v, Wooler, 
J.0. Malins, Sowton, Bedford row 


Creditors under 22 & 238 Vict. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 
: Faipay, Nov 29, 1878. 
per, Thomas, Neath, Glamorgan, Ironmonger, Jan 8. Donague, 


sea 

Baker, Robert George, Ivy Cottage, Fulham, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Dec 13, Smith, Warnford ct, Throgmorton st 

Baker, Thomas, Weymouth, Surgeon Dentist. Jan 21. Andrews and 


Oo, outh 
Barlow, Henry Fowler, Dennington, Somerset, Dee 31. 
tt and Canning, Chard 
el, ale Kiug’s Cross rd, §*, Pancras. Dac 30. Jackson, 
ms 
Bevan, Evan, Trebryn, Glemergsn. Jan 8. Donague, Swansea 
oghs, nang Beames, Clifton, Bristol, Surgeon. Dec 3l, Bur- 


Toughs, Clifton 
Ca, Maia Sarah, Gloucester crescent, Hyde Park. Jan6. Bar- 
and Daniel, Piowden bldgs, Temple 
Harriet, The Green, Hampstead. Dec 31. Heath and Parker, 
Helen’s place 
‘are, George, Swansea, Slate Merchant. Jan 8, Donague, 


Crockett, Ellen Cotterill, Cannock, Stafford. Jun 18, Gardner and 
Crossley Stone, Rugeley 
The Right Hon. Georgiana Oharlotte Mary, Lady Dalling and Bulwer. 
Jan 14. Capron: Co, Savile place, Conduit st 
an, Rev Lumsden Shirreff, Pitney, Somerset, Clerk. Dec 31. 


Yeoman. 


and Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 
Dutton, William, Rugeley, Stafford, Carpenter. Jan 18, Gardner 
and Sons, Crossley Stone, Rugeley 
Giles, Abraham, Great Titchfield st, Oxford st. Dec 31, Hird, Port- 
land Chambers, Great Titchfield st 
Goddard, James, Twyford Abbey Farm, Middlesex, Farmer, Jan 1. 





Butt, Clement, Rochester sq, Camden Town, Gent. Dec 3!. Maso, 
Gresham st . 

Causzar, Elizabeth, Westbourne terrace, Paddington. March 1. Al'en 
and Son, Carlis‘e st, Soho sq 

Caurzar, William Henry, Westbourne terrace, Paddington, Gent. 
March 1. Allenand Son, Carlisle st, Soho sq 

Copestake, Marcus, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer, Jan 14. Watsoa 
and Wadsworth, Not:ingham 


— Joseph Mayhew, Ipswich, Gent. Jan 11. Westhcerz, 

pswich 

Edwards, Frederick, Barcham, Suffolk, Gent. Jan 17. Houchen, 
Thetford 


Farrar, John, Slaithwaite, Huddersfield, Scribbling Miller and 
Spinner. Feb 1. Kidd and Iveson, Holmfirth 

Freudemacher, George Christian, Chancery lane, Licensed Victual'er. 
Jan 14. Prentice, Whitechapel rd 

Fulton, Robert, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Feb1. Mather and Co, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 


Coe ae Ralph, Ipswich, Relieving Officer. Jan 1, Guoding 
pawic' 
Hammersley, William, Nottingham, Timber Merchant. Dec 31. 


Rothera and Sons, Nottingham 
Handscomb, Susan Henley, Prebend Cottage, Buckingham. Feb !. 
Small, Buckingham 
Harbridge, Richard Henry, Alcester, Warwick, Schoolmaster. Jax I. 
Langston and Co, Alcester 


Harrison, William, Eckington, Derby, General Daaler. Feb 1. 
Anderson and Co, Eckington 
Hartness, Mary, Cockermouth, Cumberland. Jan 1. Hayton and 


Simpson, Cockermouth 
Kirkpatrick, Robert, Walsall. Jan 15. Lousada and Emanuel, Austin 


ars 
Levi George, Rochester, Kent, Esq. Jan 1. Hubbard, Southimpton 
ni; 


gs 
Micklethwait, Frederick Nathaniel, Taverham Hall, Norfolk, Esq. Jan 
18, Young and Goodwin, Hastings 
Nurenberg, Nahum, Croydon, Surrey, Jeweller. 
and Rogers. Basinghall st 
Potter, John, Rush Green, Romford, Beershop Keeper. Jan 3!. Lea, 
Furnival’s-inn, Holtorn 


Jan6. Buchansn 


Stuart, Samuel, Portland place, Clapham rd. March 1. Heale and 
Son, Doctors’-commons 
Taylor, Roger, Redlingfield, Suffolk, Shopkeeper. Dec 31. Baas, 


Halesworth 

Twycross, James, Brentford, Middlesex, Merchant. Jan 16. > Hel'ams 
and Co, Mincing lane 

Walsh. David Henry, Bristo!, Wholesale Clothier, March 1. Daniell 
and Strickland, Bristol 

Ward, Edwin Henry, Vere st, Oxtord st, Naturalist. Jan 10, Under- 
wood and Son, Holles st, Cavendish sq 

Whitaker, Edmund, Bacup, Lancaster, Bachelor of Medicine. 
Wright and Son, Bacup 

Willett, Henry Spencer, Bristol, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Jan 4. 
Cumberland, Bristol 

Wilton, Frederick, Wes‘field House, Gloucester, Gent. Jan ll. Wil- 
tons and Riddiford, Gloucester 

Williams, George Henry, Brighton, Gent. Jan 10. Woodsand Demp- 
ster, Brigh'on 


Feb 25. 


Bankrupt. 
Farpay, Dee. 6, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Peartree, Alexander jamin, Tigsageat a3 India Rubber Manzfac- 


turer. Pet Dec 3. Murray. Dec 
Smith, George, Soudley rd, Clapham. Pet Dec 3. Murray. Dec 20 at 12. 
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~'Weerden, Howry, Jewry st, Aldgate, Merchant. Pet Dac 2. Pepys’ 


Dec 18 at 12.3 


<= 
Batler, Jub, Willenhal!, Stafford ero gaa Keeper. Dec 
off fices of Cresswell, New road, Wille Matiy 


Wyatt,G HH Bramshill, Harlesden, Builder. Pet Dec 3. Mur- | Oavanagh, Timothy, No: pra Radney eink: Strand, Tobscernig 
ray. Dec 20 at! il Jan 3 at 3 at offices of Lewis and Oo, Old Jewry 
To Surrender in the Count Chrich, Adam, Newthorpe, Nottingham, Joiner. Dec 23 at 12.at oft, 
Bethune, Foam Sunderland, Fish Curer. Pet Dee 3. Ellis, Sunderland of Fraser, Wheelergate, Nottingham 


Dec 17 atl 
Breed. Fines, Hanley, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 4. Tennant. 
tlt 


ba mig a por Base Hill, Liverpoo). 
1, Dec 18 t 11 


18 at 


Pinchbeck, Sosy. Myuheae, Architect. Pet Dec 2+ Lister. Man. 


chester, Dec 23 at 


Ripper, poate Suuthians, Cornwall, Miller. Pet Dec 4. Chilcott’ 


Truro, Dec 18 at 


Shore, Simon, Coleford, Devon, Butcher. Pet Dec 3. Daw. Exeter. 


Dec 30 at 11 


Wiltins. William, Bradford. Wilts, Coal Merchant.. Pet Dec 4. Smith. 


Bath, Dec 18 at 12.30 
Tvespay, Dec 10, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Regist-ar 
To Surrender in London. 
Hengh, John. Hugh Heug®, and os gear Harry Symons, Cannon 
st, Merchants. Pet Dec5. Hazlitt. Jan 8 at 
To Surrender in the - waist 
~~ om. Swansea, Ship Chandler. Pet Dec 3. Jones. Swansea, 
ec 21 at I 
Hall, William, Long Riston, York, Farmer. Pet Dec 4 
ston-upon-Hall, Lec 23 at 2 
Henley, R " Addiscombe. Pet Oct 29. 
Dec 20 at 


- Rollit. 
Rowiand. Croydon. 


Hanley, 
Pet Dec 2. Cooper. Liver- 
Owen, is “Sheffield, Grocer. Pet Dec 2. Wake. Sheffisld, Dec 


Kinz- 


Cohen, Enoch, Leicester, Confectioner. Dec 19 at 12 at offices Of Shire, 
Market street, Leicester 
Conolly, Isabella, Southport, Lancaster. Dec 21 at 11 at Hoght, 
Arms Hotel, Hoghton street, Southport. Ashton, Wigan 
Cook, Alfred William, St John’s gate, Clerkenwell, Jeweller, Day 
at 11 at offices of Tadman, Gray’s inn place 
Courtis, Richard Hitchens, Ab2ravon, Glamorgan, Grocer, Deeloy 
1.30 at 39 Broad street West, Bristol. Tennant and Jones, 
Crabiree, James, John Crabtree, James Taylor, and Richard 
Rawtens’ a'l, Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. Dec 19 at ll at Decty 
Hotel, Bury. Tattersal), Blackburn 
Craddock, John Thomas, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, out of busing, 
Dec 19 at 11 at offices.of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 
Daliman, Thomas Green, Sevenoaks, Kent, out of bnsiness. Deg iy 
12 at offices of Knocker, London rd, Sevenoaks 
Daniell, David, Avenue Market terrace, Turnham Green, out of bug 
ness, Dec 23 at 3 at offices of Aird, Eastcheap 
Dawson, Charles Henry, Cheetham, Manchester, Bookkeeper. Dag % 
at 11 at offices of Whitehead, Brazennose st, Manchestar 
Deakin, James Barnett, Manchester, Commission Agant. Dec 20 at}} 
at the Mitre Hote!, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Costaker, Ore 
Darwen 
Dixon, Robert Bland, Darlington, Civil Engineer. Dec 17 at 2 atth 
Black Lion Hotel, Stockton-on-Tees. Ratcliff, Birmingham 
Donaldson, Peter Bias, Liverpool, Saddler. Dec 20 at 8 at Offices of 
nnor, Victoria st, Liverpool. Nordon and Magon, Liverpool 
Donnelly, Hugh, Liverpoo', Licensed Victaaller. De: 19 at 2 at officg 
of Morison, North John st, Liverpool. Parkinson, Liverpool 


Leather. Mat ie. Wandsworth comm, Market Gardener. Pet Dec | Drake, Esther, Liverpool, Leather Dealer. Dec 20 at 12 at offices ¢ 
3. Willoughby. Wandsworth, Dee 24 at 11 Vine and Son, Dale st. L verpool. Merr; os Liverpool 

Linfoot, Henry Cartwright, Kirkzate, Bradford, Victualler, Pet Deo 6, | Edwards, Edward, Ton Ystrai Rhondda, + ia Builder. Deo 
Robinson. Brad‘ord, Dee 20 at 9 at 10 at offices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 

Mangles, Charles Edward, Warrington, Lieut 40th Foot. Pet Dec 7, | Eley, Hodson, Boston, Watchmaker. Dec 14 at 12.30 at offices of 
Nicholson. 


Warrirgton, Dee 23 at 2.30 
Quilliam, Samue’, Liverp 101, Sack Manufacturer. Pet Dec 6. Bell- 
ringer. Liverp. 0’, Dee 23 at 12 
Smith, Jvha, Burton-upon-Trent, Innkeeper. Pet Dic 4. Hubbersty. 
Barton- -upon-Tren*, Dee 23 at 1.30 
Walker, James, Armley, nr Leeds, Woollen Manufacturer. 
Marshal!. Leeds, Dec 24 at 11 
EANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tvuzspay, Dec 10, 1878, 
Loftus, John Henry, Mount st, Grosvenor sq. Dec 5 
Liquidations by A: ment. 
FIRST M&ETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Dec. 6, 1878. 
Abrabam, Richard Ryan, Hanley, Stafford, Tabacconist. Dec 18 at 11 
& at VireInn, S:sfford. Achma!l, Hanley 
Adkins, Thomas, Cambridge, Butcher. Dee 19 at 11 at offices of Ellison 
ard Co, Alexandra street, Petty Cary, Cambri 
Alien, James, Stratford St Mary, Suffolk, Grocer. Dec 20 at 2 at offices 
of Pol! ard, St Lawrence str-et, I pswich 
Allen, Vincent, Risea, Monmouth, Grocer. Dec 19 at 12 at Queen’s 
§ (Hotel, Baneswell. Graham and Hutchins, Newpert 
Anderson, George, R-form Club, Pall Mall, M.P. Dec 19 at2 at Ircor- 
porated Law Institu:icn, Chancery lane. Maynard, Clifford’s-inn, 
Fleet street 
Andrews, Georg: James, Little St Andrews street, Upper St Martin’s 
lane, Chemist. Dec 13 at 3 at offices of Ogle, Beéf.rd street, Covent 


garden 

Ansdell, Henry Wettenhall, Liverpool, Tobacconist. Dee 20 at 2 at 
offices of Morris and Jones, Harrington street, Liverpool 

Arkwright, William, Orms«irk, Builder. Dec 18 at 2 at offices of 
Tomkins, Central chambers, South Cast'e strect, Liverpsol 

Bairstow, * Peter, Bradford, Batcher. Dee 19 at 10.30 at offices of 
Hau‘ehinson, Piccadiily chambers, Piccadilly, Bradford 

-—~ Joseph, am, Coal Dealer. Dec 23 at 2 at offices of 

Horton, Colmore row, birmingham 

Barnard, Thomas, Archi‘eet. Dee 23 at 3 at offices of 

@ Wight and Hincks, Belvoir stree’, Leicester 

Barton, James, and Thomas per Drabble, Derby, Silk Manufac- 

turers. Dec 23 at 3 at offices of Leach, St James's chambers, 8t 

Jam-s’s street, Derby 

Bedingfield, Henry, Dorchester place, Blandfori square, Clerk in the 
Generai Post Office. Dec 20 at 3 at offices of Smart and Co, Cannon 
street, City. D-nny 

Bell, Benjamin, and William Fred Haigh, Barn’ 2; Sizers, Dec 18 at 
3 at 8 of Nowell, Hargreaves street, Burnle 

Bewrey, Henry, and Thomas Peacock Orwin, Marble 
Merchants. Dee 20 at 12 at offices of Southall and Co, Waterloo 

isle Marlow, Backs, Farmer, 


street, Birmingham 

Bird, Wii Thomas, 1 Dec 21 at 2 at 
offices « f Batring. Hig yraen Great Mariow 

Blyton, Edmond, Wo “Shall Spa, Lincoln, Nnrseryman. Dec 18 at 11 
&t Offices cf Page, Jan, flaxengate, Lineoin 

mee. Charles, Nottingham, Puinitare Dealer. Dee 19 at 12 at offices 

of Press, Friar lane, Noctingham. Stevenson, Sotringham 

Bradley, Wii — Greas ey, Nottiagham, i ee, ‘Des 23 at 12 at 
ices of Biack, Low Pavement, N 

Erethertos, , Thomas, Pendleton, Plamber. Dee 20 ab 12 at offices of 
Bakeway , Deznegate, Manchester 

E ridges, Lies Mary, Manchester, Milliner. Dec 11 at 3 at offices of 
Whitworth, & James's yo Minchester. Nelson, Manchescer 

Ba! a eee Keily st, Kentish Towa, Dee 14 at 3 at offices of Beck, 

‘dis avenue 


Pet Des 7. 


p 





nes, Henry, Dod , Satdlieworth, York, Grocer, Dec 20 at 3 at 
Of ozs of Kameleon ont s , Jona Wittiam ‘ street, Haddersficid 
Barnett, Thomas, Galford, cater, Grocer, Dee 1% at 3 at offices of 


Kiteon aid J me meng td Princess street, 
Charies, Shackiewd jane, Kingsland, Baildsr. Dee 27 at 2 
cana’ Renest, Queen street lace, Canton strex, Goothart, 


Thomas, Emery laue, Boston 
Empson, Henry, West Ravendale, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 19 at 3 ¢ 
offices of Stephenson and Monntaio, Betalehom st, Great oe 

Enderby, Thomas, and Frederick Enderby, Great’ Grimsby, B 
Dec 19 at 11 at offices of Stephenson and Mountain, Beth'ehem gs, 
Great Grimsby 
Enzensberger, Emil, Cheapside, Merchant. Dec 20 at 2 at officesor 
Tilley and Soames, Finsbury place south 
Evans, Evan, Dolobran, Merioneth, Blanket Manufacturer. Dec a 
12.30 at the Angel Ho! el, Dolgelley. Davies, Dolgelley 
Faultless, Edward, Wiilenhall, Stafford, Key Maker. Dec 23 at 8@ 
offices of Cresswell, New rd, Willentrall 
Feil, Frederick, Rotherham, York, Provision Merchant. Dec 19 & 
is at the Angel Hotel, Dale st, Liverpool. Oxley and Co, Rothe 
Ffsher, Edwin, Taunton, Saddler. Dec 18 at 11 at offlces of Rezves, 
Mary st, Taunton 
Floyer, Augustus Wadham, Horncastle, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec l6at? 
at the Greyhound Hotel, Horncastle. Millington and Simpson 
Freeman, George, Pattesley, Norfolk, Farmer. Dez 20 at 11 at the 
Crown Hotel, Fakenham. Bircham, Fakenham 
Froley, Edward, and Reuben Liggins, Wem, Salop, Soia Water Manu 
facturers. Dec |8 at 11 at offices of Morris, Swan Hill, Shrewsbury 
Furby, William, Bridlington, York, S:ationer, Dec 18 at 3.30 at offies 
of Cooper, Market place, B idlington 
Garrood, Kobert, Eye, Suffolk, Ironfounder, Dec 81 at 1 at the Wee 
Lion Hotel, Eye. Gudgeon 
ba me Arthur, Whittington pl, Highgate Hill, Furniture Dealer, 
Dec 24 at 3 at 10, Worshi sais Finsbury. Fenton 
Dec 18 at il 


Gilbert, Walter Ra'eigh, » Gloucester, Gent: 
at offices of Cli fton, Broad st, Bristol 

Gil Wiliam, jan, Lockton, York, Farmer, Dec 12 at 3 at Abbot's 
Hotel, York. Watts. Scarborough 

Goodliffe, A'fred Pitt, Nottingham, Wine Merchant. Dec 20 at 3 at 
the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Everall and 
Turner, Nottingham 

Green, George, Dronfield, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Dzc 19 at 3 at 

Incorpcrated Law Scciety’s Rooms, Aldine ct, High st, Sheffield, 
Machea 

Green, Robert, Swinderby, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 18 at 3 at cffices of 
Page, jun, Flaxengite, Lincoin 

Green, Williem, Tachos Grange, Durham, out of business. Dee 19a 

12 at offices of Maw, jun, High Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 

Greenwood, Joseph E:lis, VDewsoary, Commission Agent. Dec 20 at 3 

at offices of Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 

Grey, William Henry, Rectory rd, West macunay, Fancy Box Maker. 
Dec 27 at 12 at offices of Boyes and Child, Poultry. Harrison 

Hams, Robert, Brenchley, Kent, Farmer. Dec 17 at 3 at offices of May 
and ‘Co, Adelaide pl, London Bridge 

Handy, bye Balsall Hesth, Birmingham, Fish Salesman. Dec 163 ¢ 
2.30 at offices of Stanbur oy Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Harding, William Henry Gharles, Forest date, Oilman. Dec 14 at 12 

at offices of George, Finsbury pl. Hope Euston rd 

Hardy, seer bradford, Salesman, Dec ot at 11 at offices of Singleton, 
New Booth et, Bradford 


Harries, Evan, Carmarthen, Stone Cutter. Dac 17 at 10,5 at offices @& 
Morris, Quay st, Carmarthen 


Hawkins, Jo , Maidstone, Sicom Saw Mill a ‘oprietor. Dee 19 at 4 
at the Star otel, Maidstone. Carey and Oo, West st, F 
reus 


mr Holly st, Dalston. Dec 14 at 3 at offices of Biggenden, 
ches : Is fann, suectontie Betosel, out of basiness. Dec 27 at 9 at 
oT ces 0 r, Olas a it 
Holbrook, John William, Mine “Mis 

19 at 2 at the George Hotel, Stroud 






















































































Se a ery Gloucester, Grocer, Dee 











and Dav 
Hone, George, Morton, Gloucester, Varmer, ‘Doe 17 at 11 at offices of 
Badbam bs Co, High at, Tewkesbury 
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“Howorth, Thomas, Little Hulton, Lancashire, Builder. Dee 19at 3 at | St Aubyn, William, Lombard s reet, Solic'tor. Dec 20 at 3 ” 
offices of Halton and Co, Bowker’s row, Bolton Hell Tavern, Masons’ Ha'l Avenue, Coleman street. Dee ene 


‘Bull, John, Northampton, Tailor. Dec 18 at 12 at offices of Hensman, 
Giles’s st, Northam 


pton 
{night Andrew, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Dec 17 at 2 at offices 
of Allen and Beauchamp, Sansome pl}, Worcester 
Inwood, Thomas, Birmingham, Paper Dealer, Dec 18 at 3 at offices of 
Horton, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Imac, William, Penyraig, Glamorgan, Bookseller. Dec 17 at 10 at 
offices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
Jackson, Thomas, Derby, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. Dec 23 at 2 at 
offices of Brigge, Amen alley, Derby 
Jacobs, Benjamin, Approach rd, Victoria pk, Traveller. Dec 27 at 2 
at the offices of Barnard, White Lion st, Norton — 
James, Richard Jones, Stoke Bruerne, Northampton, Farmer. Dzc 18 
at 1 at offices of Howes and Percival, Abingdon st, Northampton 
Jardine, Rev Charles John, Edlington, York, Clerk. Dee 19 at 12 at 
offices of King and Co, Cannon st. Tattershall 
Johnson, Charles, Lower Brouzhton, Lancaster, Builder. Dec 27 at 3 
at offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 
Jones, Anne, Trecastle, Brecon, Innkeeper. Dec 19 at 2 at offices of 
Thomas, High st, Brecon 
Jones, Joseph Thomas, Towyn, Merioneth, Butcher. Dec 14 at 11 at 
Cambrian Hotel, Towyn. Hughes and Sons, Aberystwith 
Joseph, Michael, Sunderland, Jeweller. Dec 16 at 11 at offices of 
Hi and Haigh, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Keep, Jo-eph Charles, and Frederick Parsons, Guildhall chambers, 
Basinghall st, Merchants. Dec 17 at 12 at offices of Phelps and Co, 
Gresham st 
Koppel, William, Bradford, York, Manufacturing Chemist. Dec 17 at 
11 at offices of Cater, Piece Hall yd, Bradford 
ird, Thomas, sen, and Laird, Thomas. jun, Lower Broughton, Lan- 
caster, Builders. Dec18 at 2.30 at 37, Blackfriars st, Nanchester. 
Makinson aud Sons 
Lampert, Thomas, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Painter. Dec 19 at 1] 
at offices of Taylor, Colemore row, Birminghan 
Lane, Thomas, Combemere rd, Stockwell, Builder. Des 16 at 1! at 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Parke 
Leach, James, Oldham, Pianoforte Dealer, Dec 18 at 3 at offices of 
Fletcher, Clegg st, Oldham 
Lezard, Flavien Ernest, Gower st, Manufactrring Jeweller, Dec 23 
at2at 269, High Holborn. Leslie, Conduit st, Bond st 
Lirdley, William John, Colne, Lancaster, Auctioneer. D-c 17 at2 at 
offices of Batler and Middlebrook, Park sq, Leeds 
Tensdale, Charles Frederic, Bradford, York, Stuff Minufacturer. Dee 
18 at 1! at offices of Gardiner and Jeffery, Bond st, Bradford 
Lord, William, Oltham, Innkeeper. Dec 18 at 3 at Commere'‘al Hotel, 
Brown st, Manchester, Faithfull, Rochdale 
Lowe, George, Accrington, Manchester. Deo 19 at 3 at offices of 
Holland, N orthgate, Blackburn 
Macey, John, Devonshire terrace, Brixton, Builder. Jan 2 at 3 at 
offices of Lewis and Oo, Old Jewry 
Madty, John, Clifton-on-Teme, Worcester, Butcher. Dec 18 at 12 at 
olfices of Knott, Foregate st, Worcester 
Mann, William, Dewsbury, Grocer. Dec 19 at 10.15 at offices of 
Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 
Mvon, George Draper, Marston, Lincoln, Citt’e Dealer, Dec 21 at 
12, at Townha'l, Louth. White, Chancery lane 
MeNeil, Mary, Rampside, nr Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. Dec 18 at 
Il at the Ship Hotel, S:rand, Barrow-in.Furness. Bradshaw, 
Barrow-1in-Furness 
Miler, William Patterson, Bristol, Confectioner. Dec 18 at 12 at offices 
of Benson and Carpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol 
Moore, David, Darlington, Innkeeper. Dec 17 at 3 at offices of Wilkes, 
Northeate, Darlington 
Ogden, Kirby, Manchester, Undertaker. Dec 16 at 3 at offices of Cob- 
bett ani Co, Brown st, Manchester 
Ql, Louis Maximilien Ernest, Wool Exchange, Coleman st, Law 
eueeer. Dec 28 at 2 at offices of Tilley and Soames, Finsbury pl 
sou 
Page, Charles, Barnstaple, Chemist. Dec 18 at 11 at offices of Thorne, 
C,stle st, Barnstaple 
Palmer, Henry, Purton, Wilts, Coal Merchant. Dec (2 at 11 at the 
Prince of Wales’ Hotel, Didcot 
Parker, Joseph, Barnsley, Tailor. Dec 28 at 11 at the Queen's Hotel, 
sley. Tyas and Co, Birnsley 
Parker, Walter Albert, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Common Brewer. Dec 20 
at 12 at offices of Thomas, Emery lane, Boston 
Pether, Samuel R bert, Battersea park rd, out of business. Dec 23 at 
$ at offices of Stopher and Rundle, Coleman st 
Player, Thomas, Abergavenny, Grocer. Dec 23 at 2 at offices of Sayce, 
st, Abergavenny 
Pcwell, Henry Edward, Birmingham, Milliner, Dec 19 at 3 at offices 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Preston, Joseph, C:ewe, Draper. Dec 19 at 1.30 at the Royal Hotel, 
rewe. Brooke, Nantwich 
Pretty, John, Empingham, Rutland, Farmer. Dec 19 at 11 at offices 
Law, St Mary’s place, Stamford 
Price, James, Darlaston, Shopkeeper. Doc 18 at tl at the Swan Inn, 
ley. Gould and Elcock, Stourbridge 
Rainbow, Robert, Katington, Warwick, Farmer, Dec 18 at 11,90 at 
st Red Horse Uotel, Stratford-on-Avon, Warden, Stratford-on- 
yw Solomon, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Hosier, Dee 17 at 3 at 
ees of Swaine, King st, Cheapside ° 
Ramsten, Charles, and John Winfield, Leeds, Commission Agents. 
18 at 3at offices of Carr, Albion st, Leeds 
Samuel, Kirkgate, Wakefield, Auctioncer, Dec 17 at 12 at the 
Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield, 'Weaton, Loods 
:) + Thomas, Hexham, Northumberland, Cattle Salesman, 
Dee 18 at 12 at oflices of Lockhart, Meal Market, Hoxham 
al. Francis, Weaverlake, Stafford, Fi . Deo 19 at 11 atomfices 
of Ashmall, Market st, Lichfield 
William, Waiton-on-the-Wolds, Leicester, Carrier, Deo 23 at 12 
offices uf Goode and Clifford, Baxter gate, Lough ugh 
» York, out of business. Dec 19 at 11 at 


William, Birstal 
borough Hotel, Dewsbury, Stringer, Ossett 


the Soar 





North buildings, Eldon street 
Scanlan, Robert, Preston, Watchmaker, Dec 23 at 2 at Stanley Arms 
Hotel, Lancaster roid South, Preston. Thompson, Preston 
Schofield, James, Heywood, Journeyman Clogger. Dec 21 at 3 at 
Offices of Orton, Manchester street, Heywood 
Sett'e, Richard Henry, Skeldergate, Youk, Butcher. Dec 20 at 12 at 
Offices of McLaren, Castlegate, York ‘ 
Shakeshaft, Edward, Southport, Fruit Dealer. Dac 20 at2 at offices of 
Blackhurst, Dale street, Liverpool 
Sherliker, Joseph, Preston, Provision Dealer, Dec 23 at 2 at offices of 
Cooper, Fox street, Preston 
Simpson, Richard, Hanley, Stafford, Tobacconist. Dec 19 at 3 at offices 
of Bishop, Hanley 
Smith, James, Ilkeston, Derby, Grocer. Dec 24 at 12at offices of Brittle, 
St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottinghim 
Smith, Joseph, Rotherfield, Sussex, Farmer. Dec 16 at 11 at Camden 
Hotel, Calverley roai, Tunbridge Wells. Rogers, Tonbridge 
Spreckley, Edward, Weston-super-Mare, Temperance Hotel Keeper. 
Dec 23 at 11 at Railway Hotel, Weston-super-Mare. Chapman, 
West: n-super-Mare 
Stimp, Richard, and Henry Bowtle, Mare street, Hackney, Builders. 
Tec 23 at 3 at offices of Mogg, Shorediteh High street 
S:o-t, James, Bolten, Lancaster, Telegraph Engineer, Dec 18 at3 at 
offices of Robinson, Townhall square, Bolton 
Tanner, Mary, Farnborough, Southampton, Forage Contractor. Dec 
20 at 2.30 at the New Inn, Farnborough 
Thomas, William, Rhydfelan, G amorgan, Tea Dealer. Dc 24 at 10 
at oftices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
Thompson, Benjamin, Castle Gate, Nottingham, Provision Dealer. Dec 
20 at 12 at offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Thompson, Clara, and Hannah Hague, Oldham, Bra‘s Founders, Dac 
20 at 3 at offices of Simpson and Hoskin, Mount st, Albert sq 
Thomryson, William, Leeds, Grocer. Dec 17 at 3 at offices of Pullan, 
Bond st, Leeds 
Wadman, James, S‘owford, Wilts, Farmer. D2c !7 at 12.30 at the 
Castle Hcte!, Northgate st, Bath. Spackman, Ironbridge 
Walbridge, Herry, Rodbury mews, Harrow rd, Carman. Dec 13 at 2 
at offices of Moss, Winesester House, Old Broad st 
Walker, George, South Bank , York, Builder. Dec 16 at 4at offices of 
Spry, Zetland rd, Middlesborough : 
Waterhouse, Isaac, Baildon, York, Sand Merchant. Dc 19 at If at 
offices of Cater, Piece Hal yard, Bradford 
Watkins, John, Nantyd-rry, Mon, Blacksmith. Dec 23 at 11 at offices 
of Sayee, Lion st, Abergavenny 
Watson, Georze, G.mersal, York, Architect. Dac 21 at 1b at offices 
of Watts and Son, Commerci«1 st, Batley 
Webb, Henry, Wes‘on-super-Mare, Upho'sterer. Doc 17 at 11.30 at 
offices of Baker and Co, Westcn-super-Mare 
Whate, Benjamin, No:tinzha-n, out of business, Dec 20 at 11 at offices 
of Parsons ard Sor, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Whyte, Robert, Liverpool, Cabinet Miker. Dec 23 at 2.30 at offices of 
Brab..er and Court, N«rth John st, Liverpool 
Wildgoose, John Lawwrence, {Macclesfi:'d, General Ironmong’r. Dec 
20 at 2 at Queen’s Hotel, Water’s Green, Macclesfield, Parrott aad 
Co, Macclesfield 
Willett, Samue!, Saffron Walder, Schoolmaster. Dec 19 at 12 at Rose 
and Crown Hotel, Saffron Walden. Thurgood, Saffron Walden 
Williams, Benjamin, Swanse:, Grocer. Dee 18 at 1 at oTicas of 
Thomas, Yi rk pl, Swansea 
Wiliams, William, Rudry, Glamorgan, Farmer. Dec 23 at 3 at offices 
of Trine and Co, Crockherb‘own, Cardiff. Ensor, Caniiff 
Winatield, Frederick Basset, Down st, Piccadilly, of mo business. Jan 
2 at 3 at 269, High Holborn. Lewis and Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn 
Wisdom, Altert Power, Lonz Acre, Hotel Manager. Dec 16 at fat 
1, Lorg Acre, St Marvin's lave 
Word, John, Wingate, Durham, Grocer, Deo 23 gt 1 at offices of 
Walihew, Weat Sunniside, Sun terland 
Tvusspay, Dec 10, 1878. 
Alderson, John, Girsby, York, Farmer. Dec 21 at Li at cfiilees of 
Draver, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Aspinall, Joseph, Liverpoo!, Butcher. 
k st, Liverpool 
Atkinson, Nathanie', Middlesborough, Grocer. Dez 19 at I] at offices 
of Harrison and Co, Zetland rd, Middlesdorough 
Bach, Thomas, Griffithstown, Mon, Butcher. Dee 2! at 10 at offices of 
Morgan, Postrpool 
Bailey, John Chapman, and George Ramskil!, Great Grimsby, Mast 
Makers. Dec 23. at 11 at offices of G:ange and Wintringham, St 
Mary’s chambers, West St Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 
Baker, William Cutmore, Dittisham, Devon, Farmer, Dee 2t at 2at 
Offices of Nelson, Duke st, Dartmouth. Cuarieis, East Stonehouse 
Barker, John, and William Finch, Harpurh y, Marchester, Builders. 
Dec 20 at 3 at offices of Partington and Allen, Townhall buildings, 
King st, Manchester 
Barwell, William, Wellingborough, Northampton, Shoe Manafseturer. 
Dec 23 at2 at the Hind Hoel, Wellingborough. Heyg.ts, Wel- 
lingborough 
Baylis, Alexander James, Stratford-on-Av yn, Grocer, Jan 2 at 11.30 
at the Red Horse Hotel, Stratford-om-Avon. Warden, Stratiord-on- 
Avon 
Beckett, Allen, Smallwood, Cheshire, Farmer, Dec 23 at Hl at the 
Bull's Head Hotel, Congleton, Cooper, Congleton 
Beckett, John, Bolton, Fishmonger, De: 20 at Li at ofees ot Fiekt- 
ing, Bowker’s row, Bolton : 
Beldon, George, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Ship BroXer, Dee 20 at T at 
tha Neville Hotel, Neville st, Neweastie-upou-Tyne, Stewart, 
Newoastle-upon-Tyns 
Bell, Jobn Turner, Longsight, Manchester, Provision Dealer, Dee 29 
at 3 at offices of Nader, Chapel st, Salop 
Renten, Richard Godfrey, Great Grimsby, Boo maker. Dee 20. at 1 
s, oan of Stephenson and Mountsin, Bethehem st, Great 
Grime! 
Billin; Foreph Jam, Mile Bad rd, Tronmonger, Deo at 2 at the 
Guitdhalt Tavern, Gresham st. Mayhew, Walbroo 


Doe 23 at 1! st offices of Grace, 


k 
Billington, Edward, Preston, Provision Dealer. Deo 24 at U at offices 
of Cooper, Fox st, Preston 
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Bird, George Albert, Cheslyn Hay, Stafford, Grocer. Deo 21 at 12 at 
offices of Baker, Bridge st, Walsall : 

Birham, William Evans, Chippenham, Wilts. Dee 23 at 11 at offices 
of Phillips, Market place, Chippenham . 

Blandford, Frank, Stanhope st, Hampstead rd, Builder. Dec 30 at 2 
at the Law Instituticn, Chancery lane. Vanderpump, Gray’s inn 


mare ; 
Blenkivsop, John, Hutton Sessay, York, Licensed Victual'er. Dec 24 
at 17 st off-es of Barron, High row, Darlington 
Bond, John George, College st, Lambeth, Coal Merchant. Dec 23 at 2 
at officesof Cooper, Chancery lans 
Bowrey, Henry, and Thomas Peacock Orwin, Birmingham, Marb'e 
Merchants. Dec 20 at 3 at offices of Southall and Co, Waterloo st, 
Birmingham 
Bridger, Henry, Bath, out of business. Dec 20 at 2 at offices of Par- 
sons, High st, Bristol 
Brooker, William, Fawkham, Kent, Farmer. Dec 31 at 3 at offices of 
Basset, Eastg:te, Rochaster 
Brown, Thomas, Kenda!, Temperance Hotel Keeper. Dec 27 at 11 at 
the Board Room, Market place, Kendal. Thomson and Wilson, 
Kendal 
Browne, John Harcourt, Gilwern, Brecon, Mill Manager. Dec 23 at 
11 at offices of Browne, Market chamberz, Brynmawr 
Bulmer, William, Coatham, York, Printer. Dec 21 at 1 at Avbott’s 
Hotel, Railway st, York. Trotter, Stockton-on-Tees 
Cane, John, Hyde, Beerseller. Dec 23 at 3 at offices of Smith, Hyde 
lane, Hyde 
r, John Budibent, Trusthorps, Lincolo, Farmer. Dec 20 at 2 at 
the Windmill Inn, Alford. Dyer, Boston 
Chambers, Thomas, Manchester, Manager to a Fishmonger. Dec 28 at 
3 at offices of Stelfox, Hilton st. Oldham st, Manchester 
Clark, James, Birmingham, Draper. Dec 20 at 11 at oflices of East, 
Temple st, Birmingham 
Coate, John Thomas, Middlezoy, Somerset, General Dealer. Dec 21 at 
11 at offices of Reed and Cook, King sq, Bridgwater 
Cochran, James, Bradford, fronmonger. Dec 23 at 3 at the Blackfriars 
Hotel, Blackfriars bridge, Manchester, Singleton, Bradford 
Collins, William, Southport, Stonemason. Dec 23 at 2 at offices of 
Welsby and Co, Lord st, Southport 
Cork, Thomas, Du'wich, no occupation. Dee 18 at 3,30 at the Stafion 
— Camberwell New rd, Lamb, Renfrewrd, Lower Kennington 
ne 
Cottingham, John, Farnsfield, Nottingham, Farmer. Dec 23 at 11 at 
the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Parsons and 
Son, Nottingham 
Courtney, Henry, Tranmere, Grocer. Dec 23 at 2 at offices of Down- 
ham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 
Cowley, Henry, Castle Coombe, Wilts, Threshing Machine Pro- 
prietor. Dec 19 at 12 at offices of Crnttwell, Harington place, Bath 
Coxon, Stephen, Sonth Shielde, Grocer. Dec 20 at 12 at offices of 
Rhagg, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Crafter, George, Beresford rd, Camberwell, House Decoratcr. Dec 19 
at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Crocker, James Joseph, Swansea, Outfitter. Dac 20 at 3.30 at 39, 
Broad st, Bristol. Thomas, Swansea 
Cundall, Robert, Whea'ley, Halifax, Beerhouse Keeper. Dez 23 at 3 
at offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 
Davies, Richard, Ty Mawr, Carnarvon, Farmer, Dec 20 at 1 at the 
Tower Hotel, Pwilheli. Ower, Pwllheli 
Davies, Robert, Preston, Furniture Broker. Dec 20 at 3 at offices of 
Edleston, Winkley st, Preston 
Dotson, Christopher, Leeds, Wood Turner. Dec 21 at 12 at offices of 
Pallan, Bond st, Leeds 
Donbayand, Ann, Heckmondwike, out of business, Dec 23 at 2.30 at 
ottices of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley 
Dunkley, Edward, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Dec 20 at 11 at offices 
of Wright, Broad st, Corner, Birmingham 
Danning, James, Westgate, Guisborough, Grocer. Dac 23 at 11 at the 
Who'esale Traders’ Association, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Eadon, Edward, and John Gilbert, jun, Anctioneers. Dec £3 at 12 at 
the Cutlers’ Hall, Church st, Sheffield. Rogers and Co 
Edwards, George Llewellyn, Newman st, Oxford st, Boot Manu- 
facturer. Dee 20 at 3 xt offices of Earnshaw and Co, Mark lane. 
Clark, Abchurch lane 
Egerton, George, Crewe, Wheelwright. Dec 30 at 11 at Temple cham- 
bers, Oak st, Crewe Town, Cooke 
Evans, Mary Ann, Swansea, Ladies’ Outfitter. Dec 23 at 11 at offices 
of Thomas, York place, Swansea 
Foote, Myer, Oldham, Tailor. Jan 2 at 2 at offices of Brighten and Co, 
Bi: hopsgate st without} 
France, James, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, House Decorator. Dec 27 at 
3 at offices of Chorlton, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Frantz, Henry, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Dec 23 at 3 at offices of 
Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Frost, John Stanton, King’s Lyun, Norfolk, Fish Merchant. Dec 23 
s het Lt the Temperance Hotel, Blackfriars rd, Kiog’s Lynn. Kent, 
urwic 
Frost, William Stephen, Holly st, Dalston. Dec 21 at 1 at offices of 
bins, Pancras lano 
Frye Richard Milsom, Annette rd, Holloway, Wholesale Confectioner. 
ec 21 at 2 at offices of Payne, Finsbury pavement 
Fuchs, Peter, Greek st, Soho, Baker. Dee 19 at 12 at offices of Willis, 
St Martin’s ct, Leicester sq 
Girdlestone, Henry Joseph, Gerrard st, Soho, Engraver. Jan 2 at 1 at 
— Incorporated Law Society, Chancery lane. Thomas, Chancery 


ne 
Glover, William uith, Westgate, Dewsbury, Boot Dealer. Dec 21 
10.30 at offices of Ri igway and Ridgway Union st, Demers ee 
Goldsbrough, Edwin, Sheerness, Licensed Victualier. Dec 30 at2 at 
Goodwin, Jorn Seticke Deb Boot Dealer. Dec 23 at 
y . Dec 3 
of Jones and Middleton, JTree 4 ‘gate, Chesterfield alec 
,» Manchester, Builder. Dec 30 at 3 at the Falstaff 
oun " — ag aan i Hsrris, Manchester 
ames Elias, Fores! ‘ent, Builder. 20 office 
wut Stokes and Coy Great 8t Helen's” ighaianiepa sues 
ague. James, Oldham, Butcher. Dec 23 at 12,30 Ange’ 
High st, Oldham. Phillips, Manchester sical as thin 





| 
Dec 23 at 3 at offices of Green, 


Halliday, John, Liverpool, Draper. 
Clayton sq, Liverpool 

Humbleton, Edwin, Heywood, Lancashire, Bobbin Manufacturer, 
Dec 24 at 3 at the Commercial Hotel, Brown st. Duckworth, Mane 
chester 

Hamby, William Pearce, E'laugh, Suffolk, Farmer. D20 23 at 12 g 
offices of Angell, Blyburgate st, Beccles. Wiltshire, Great Yarmouth 

Harding, Charles, Peel grove, Cam>ridge Heath rd, Cab Proprietor 
Dec 20 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane . 

Harding, Christmas, Coedp eth, Denbigh, Chemist. Dec 23 at } at. 
offices of Poyser, Temp!e row, Wrexham 

Hastings, William, jun, Corwen, Merioneth, Innkeeper. 
at the Wynnstay Arms Hotel, Ruabon 

Haworth, William, Blackburn, Grocer. 
Marriott, Northgate, Blackburn 

Hay, James, Rose Hill, Derby, Butcher. 
Briggs, Amen alley, Derby 

Henderson, Jchn, Buckingham place, Brighton. 
of Mills, New rd, Brighton 

Hesketh, James, Lytham, L e, Ir 
Shelley Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. 
Preston 

Hobby, James, Dulas, Hereford, Farmer. 
Oorner, High Town, Hereford 

Holloway, Edward Thomas, Kingsland rd, Looking Glass Manufac. 
turer. Dec 31 at 4 at offices of Hillearys and Taylor, Fenchurch 
buildings 

Howell, Samuel! Stafford, West Hartlepool, Fruit Merchant. Dee 20a 
11 at offices of Simpson, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Islip, John, Market Rasen, Lincoln, Boot Maker, D>c 23 at 2 at officgs 
Page. jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln. Page and Padley, Mirket Rasea 

James, Joseph Charles, Penzance,Grocer. Dec 23 ai 11 at offices of 
Borlase and Co, Clarence st, Penzance 

Jauncey, Philip Henry, Birmingham, Gasfitter. Dec 20 at 12 at offices 
of Taylor, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Jenner, John, Neath, Glamorgaa, Draper, Dec 21 at 11 at offices of 

Dec 21 at 4 at 


Thomas, Qucen st, Neath 

Jones, Rev Benjamin Harris, Tynant, Glamorgan. 
offices of Hollier and Williams, Church st, Pontypridd 

Jones, Philip Henry, Haulsy, Berks, Gent. Dec 28 at 3 at offices of 
Rawson, High st, Great Marlow 

Jones, William James, Eckington, Worcester, General Dealer. Deo% 
at 11 at offices of Tree and Son, High st, Wercester 

Jowett, Joseph, Horsforth, York, out of business. Dec 20 at 2 at offices 
of Pullan, Bond st, Leeds 

Kelsall, John, Hanley, Stafford, Fishmonger. Dec 16 at 12 at offices of 
Ashmal!, Cheapside, Hanley 

Kerr, William, Wellaugh, Northumberland, Draper. 


Dec 21 at 11 at offices of 
Dec 21 at 11 at offices of 
Dec 30 at 3 at offic: 


ger. Dec 23 at 2 at the 
Cunliffe and Watson, 


us. 





Dec 23 at 4 at offices of 


Dec 23 at I] at 
aed of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pruddah, 
Hexham 

Knighton, Job, Underwood, Nottingham, Grocer. Dec 30 at 12 at 
offices of Cranch and Strout, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Knighton, Walter, Underwood. Nottingham, Draver. Dec 30 at 3 at 

ffices of Cranch and Stroud, Low pavement, Nottingiam 

Leach, John Thomas, Rochdale, Hairdresser. Dec 24 at 3 at offices of 
Harris, Toad line, Roch tale 

Lockwood, Walter, Wakefield, Solicitor’s Clerk. Dec 23 at 11 at the 
Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield 

Lyon, Fred Welton, Lincoln, Tailor. Dee 23 at 11 at offices of Page, 
jun, Fiaxengate, Lincoln 

Maguay, Robert, Carlisle, Joiner and Cabinet Maker. Dec 23 at 11 at 
offices of Thornburn, Bank st 

Metcalfe, William Shepherd, Retford, Nottingham, Coal Merchant. 
Dec 20 at 11 at offices of Besc by, Grove st, Retford 

McSheen, Richard, Great Grimsby, Shipowner. Dzc 20 at 11 at offices 
of Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, West St Mary’s 
gate, Great Grimsby 

Mock, William, Lisson st, Licens:d Victualler, D.c 23 at 2 at offices of 
Bristow and Shepherd, Cannon st 

Moore, Henry, Witliam Warner, and Aaron Gadsby Godf rey, Belgrave, 
Leicester, Elastic Web Manufacturers. Dec 23 at 11. 30 at offices ob 
Shires, Market st, Leicester 

Mugridge, Charl-s Edward, and Charles Henry Laubenburg, Birming- 
ham, Importers of Watches. Dec 20 at 1 at offices of Southall and 
Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Muir, Robert Ferguson, Roundhay, nr Leeds. Dec 23 at 11 at offices 
of Cousins, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Nash, George, Holloway rd, Rag Merchant. Dec 18 at 2 at offices of 
Buchanan and Rogers, Basinghall st 

Newton, George, Wandsworth rd, Clapham, Boot Make. Dec 18 at ® 
at offices of Dutton, Churton st, Pimlico 

Newton, Thomas, Northwich, Cheshire, Draper. Dec 23 at 21 at offices 
of Fie'cher, Winnington, Northwich 


Otway, William Alexander, Dunstable, B:dford 
turer. Dec 18 at 3 at the Sugar Loaf Inn, Dunstable. Middleton, 
Danstable 

Primer, James Filer, Batheaston, Somerset, Grocer. Dac 18 at tz? ab 
offices of Cruttwe'l, Harington place, Bath 

Pattison, David, Stammergate, York, Grocer. Dec 21 at 10 at offices of 
Richardscn, Castlegate, Thirsk 

Peterson, Edward Pearson, Bradford, York, Architect. Dec 19 at lat. 
offices of Lees and Co, New Ivegate, Bradford 

Poole, James, South Petherton, Somerset, Hotel keeper. Dec 20 at 1b 
at offices of Paull Court Barton 

Price, Joseph Strongitharm, Birkenhead, Coal Merchant. Dec 19at3 
at offices of Dowaham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

Price, Thomas, Coseley, Stafford, Iron Shearer. D2c 21 at 11 at the 
Globe Hotel, Mount pleasant, Bilston. Bowen, Bilston 

Price, Thomas, Crewe, Cheshire, Provision Dealer. Dec 17 at 2 at 
offices of Warburton, Mill st, Crews 

Prideavx, Robert, jun, Golsoncott, Somerset, Farmer. Dec 24 at 12 at 
the ont Hotel, Williton 

Parser, William Morris, Balsall Heath, Worcester, out of business. 
Dec 20 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Ripley, Peal, Hunslet, Leeds, Builder, Dec 23 at 11 at offices of 

in Leeds 


‘ennant, Albion 
Sabin, Walter, Old Basford, Nottingham, Journeyman Joiner. Dec? 
at 12 at offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 





Dee 24 at 1 
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———————— —— 
sy, Jk0, Brown st, Bigware rd, Smith. Dec 21 at 12 at offices of 
lebone r 
Sampson, Mavred, and William Tapp, Exeter, Tailors, Dec 21 at 1 
at offiees of Campion, Bedford circus, Exeter 
geatchard, Thomas Edward, Batley, Plumber. Dec 20 at 3 at offices of 
Booth and Son, Hanover st, Batley. Watts arid Son, Batley 
en, Jacob , — see > Hope, Easton rd Dec 28 
ffices of George, Finsbury p le ry r 
RTE, Jobn, Haslingden, Lancashire, Draper. Dec 20 at 3 at offices 
of Hall and Son, Queen st, Accrington ‘ 
Shorrccks, Bain. ey py eerne be So omgey tampa - = at 
of Evans eorge’s chambers r anchester 
Boag Sohn Lovalt, a. Builder, Dec 24 at 3 at 
oftces of Coaks and Co, Bank p in, Norwich 
Robert Dalgleish, Melksham, Wilts, Travelling Draper. Dec 
94 at 11 at officos of Collins, Broad st, Bristol. Buckingham, Bristol 
Smith, John Newbald, Loughboroagh, Leicester, Maltater. Jan 1 at 11 
a3 the King's Hend norst, Sastex. Former, ‘Dee 19 all, af, the 
om. as, adhurst, Sussex e 
a ea Hotel, Calverley rd, Tunbridge Wells. Rogers, Tunbridge 
Julius, Leeds, Tobacconist. Dec 23 at 2 at offices of Jenkin- 
ion st, Leeds 
aretiporourh, Samuel John, aud Henry Feldwick, Brighton, 
Builders. Dec 30 at 3 at offices of Freeman and Freeman-Gell, Ship 
hton ; 
Sloe, Ormord, A pers be pag om Beer erm aml Dec 
$at offices of Marsden and Co, Westgate efie 
aah ieha, Easingwold, rege Woollen Draper. Dee 21 at 12,30 at 
of Crumbie, Stonegate, Yor 
dia tan, ey oy Devon, Png ~ 20 at 10 at offices 
theott, Post ce st, Bedford circus, r 
geinhoe, William George, St Oswald rd, West Brom pton, Adjutant 
tothe Corps of Commissionaires. Dec 22 at 3 at offices of Crump 
Son, Philpot lane 
an James, South row, Covent garden market, Potato Salesman. 
Dec 19 at 12 at Le a of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Bartlest, 
ford st, Covent garden 
Dad Benjamin, Castle gate, Nottingham, Provision Dealer. 
Dec 20 at 12 at = — Hotel, Dale st, Liverpool, in lieu of 
the place originally nam: 
Taorp, Maitha Ann, Liversedge, York, Grocer. Dec 23 at 3 at offices 
of Ridgway and Ridgway, Wellington st, Batley 
Tidble, John, nae a Mee tpn Limehouse, Oilman. Dec 18 at 3 
at offices of Marshall, ford row 
Todd, James, — moa teay ’ fine vod Dec 20 at 3 at offices of 
Cutts, Market Hall chambers, Chesterfie! 
Treteway, Lira eng rei ng A ag 20 at 2 at the 
neen’s Head Ho t Austell. we, Plymou 
Tunen'Wark, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Potato Merchant. Dec 20 at 1,30 
at the pry yy Re Society’s Rooms, High st, Sheffield. 
Broomhead and Sheffie 
Vanx, Horatio Balph, ace agg 4 sear See . * 3 rae anne of 
and Co, Cheapside. Ranson and Nelson, Sunderlan 
Warebam, George, Winton, Hants, ag Dec 21 > 12 at offices 
of Aldridge and Sharp, Westover villas, Bournemout 
Warwick, ges Charles a Hoxton, Printer. Dec 18 at 2 at offices 
of Payne, King’s ray’s inn 
Wea, John, — Darwen, Bookseller. Dec 27 at 3 at offices of 
er, St Ann st, Manchester 
bap Walter, Well’ - _ beep Seemngngens Jan 8 at 3 at 
of of Reed and Love uildhall chambers 
bp George, Bath, Grocer. Dec 20 at 2at offices of Collins, Abbey 
churchard, Bath 
yo Henry, ar ng bong oY Soe. Dec 21 at 11 at 
of Nelson and Co, South parade, Leeds 
= George Caddick, Handsworth, Semin Agent. Dec 
at 3 at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Whitfield, John Edward, Sharpness, Gloucester, Engineer. Dec 27 at 
1] at the Spread Eagle Hotel, Northgate, Gloucester. Dale, York 
Whitfield, ryt Lng ge ore Farmer, Dec 27 at 10,30 
at offices of Arnison, St Andrew’s place, Penrith 
Williams, Isaac Denbigh, Clothier. Dec 21 at 12 at the Queen Hotel, 
Chester ‘ 


Willsher, Albert George, Tunbridge Wells, Draper. Dec 23 at 1 at 
el Tavern, Gresham st. Andrew and Cheale, Tunbridge 


Woods, Robert, Leeds, Clerk. Dec 23 at 11 at the Law Institution, 
Albion place, Leeds. Scott 

Woodward, William, Farnsfield, Nottingham, Labourer. Dec 23 at 12 
at officas of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 


“Wootton, Horatio, West Bromwich, Plumber. D2c 20 at 11 at offices 


espeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Wormald, William, and Benjamin Mounsey, Guiseley, York, Cloth 
Manufactureis. Dec 23 at 2 at offices of Whiteley, Albion st, Leeds 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
@xcess of fat extracted. 

The peenity pane B bi ~~ most mueitiene, Large Sanit 

‘or Brea! uncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Tnvalids aad Children.” ' vole 
Highly commended by the entira Medical Press. * 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED ¥ WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 








an instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
a % = vie oa Tost Gittente digestible, cheapest 

A LA VANILLE ie most le, eapes! 

= Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


In tin packets at 1s, 64., 3s., &e., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 


(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 

Resmpents ABROAD who are prevented visiting a qualified dentis 
can be treated on advantageous terms. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Bos MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Benchy 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, &C 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


BOROUGH OF BIRMINGHAM. 


TH Corporation is prepared to ACCEPI LOANS 

of £100 and upwards, on security of ths Local Rates, at £34 per 
cent., repayable at any time on six months’ notice; or for periods of 
from three, four, or five years at £4 per cent. per annum. The Interest 
payable half-yearly. 

Offers of Loans to be addressed to : 

WILLIAM R. HUGHES, Treasurer. 
Treasurer’s Department, 23, Union-street, 
6th September, 1878. 


EEDS CORPORATION CONSOLIDATED 
FOUR PER CENT. DEBENTURE STOCK.—Applications are 
invited for investment in the above security.—Full particulars may be 
obtained from Messrs. FrepertcK Bansuay & Sons, Bartholomew- 
iane, London ; or Mr. Wa. Derry, Borough Accountant, Leeds. 


ECRETARYSHIP (private preferred) Wanted by 
Barrister, B.A. of Cambridge.—Address, stating particulars, 
X.Y., The * Solicitors’ Journal ” Office, 52, Carey-street, W.C. 


MALL BOYS.—A Beneficed Clergyman, haying 
commodions rectory. and wishing to increase the school of fifty 
boys, seeks TWO or THREE BROTHERS of good birth at 21 guineas 
@ year each; EDUCATION, high order; Oxford and Cambridge 
tutors; locality thoroughly healthy.—Address Grapvuarz, care of 
Messrs. Dawson and Sons, 121, Cannon-street, London, E.C. 


AW EXAMINATIONS. — Candidates for the 

Intermediate, Final, or University Examinations carefully pre- 

pared by a Barrister, LL.D., Gold Medallist (Lond.), late holder of 

Inns of Court Studentship.—Address, Docror, Reeves & Turner, Chan- 
cery-lane. 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Atszzrr Sr. Pavn 

(M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for theirPreliminary, 

Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class. 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W.C, 


























R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, CLIFFORD’S- 
| INN PRIZEMAN, Winner of the Law Society’s ONLY 
SCHOLARSHIP, and CONVEYANCING GOLD MEDALLIST, 1876, 
reads with Gentiemen for the PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, and 
FINAL. Private Pupils. Honour Class taken separately. 
Students prepared through the post. 
1, Mirre Covar Buripines, Kine’s Bexca Wark, Tempter, E.C. 





R. GEORGE JOHNSON, 83, Colmore-row, 
Birmingham, is prepared to make immediate CASH AD- 
VANCES upon every description of SECURITY. 





To BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, and OTHERS. 


AUSE LISTS and all other OFFICIAL PUB- 

LICATIONS for the CHANCERY, COMMON LAW, PROBATE 

and ADMIRALTY DIVISIONS are supplied to Subscribers at £2 2s. 

xr Annum.—Publishing Office, 1, Warwick-court, Holborn (opposite 
bancery-lane). 


HARING - CROSS CHAMBERS, DUKE- 

STREET, ADELPHI.—Convenient Offices to be let, suitable for 

rofessional men or Companies.—Apply on premises or to Mr, Fism, 
Sarveyor, 10, John-st reet, Adelphi, 
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YHE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 
PANY.—Established 1825. 5 
SPECIAL NOTICE.—DIVISION OF PROFITS. 

The Company’s business year wil! shortly close, and to secure the 
advantage ef this year’s entry to the Profit Scheme, proposals should 
de lodged with the Company as early as possible. 

The TENTH Division of Profits will take place in 1880, and all who 
take out Policies during the present year will rank for three years’ 
profits on that cccasion. 

For the very LIBERAL Rae pape os of the Standard Policy see 
Prospectus, which may be had on application. 

, "AMOUNT OF ASSURANCES. 
Accepted during the last five yerrs.......... £6,327,788 
Subsisting AssuranceS....-eccscvecseccesees £18,902,853 
Revenue cpwards Of....sseeseceeseceerseeee £760,000 
Assets upwards 0f.2......cceecccesees £5,250,000 
H, JONES. WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England. 
* Edinburgh—3 and 5, George-street (Head Ofce). 
London—82, King William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall Mall East, 
Dubdlin—66, Upper Sackville-street. 


HE TRUSTEES’, EXECUTORS’, and AGENCY 
COMPANY, | IMITED, MELBOURNE, VICTORIA, 


The Company wil! act as Trustees or Executors, or as Agent for 
‘Trustees, or Executors, or for Principals, who, from absence, ill-health, 
or other cause, are unable or unwilling to act for themselves; and in 
this capacity wil! receive and pay over as directed legacies, annuities, 
dividends, rents, interest on debentures or mortgages, and will sell or 
let landed property. 

Referees in London :— 

Bank oF AvsTraLasta, Threadneedle-street; and 
Messrs. Suapen & Mackenzie, Solicitors, 1, Delahay-street; West- 
minster. 


'"NHE AGRA BANK (Fe Eee 2). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Braycaes in Edinborgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Cvrrentr Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with Lon‘on bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £190. 

Depostrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received om terms to be agreed 
uper. 

eee issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. : 

Sates axp Purcwases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
taken. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairmap 


fy‘O SOLICITORS, BARRISTERS, ACCOUNT- 

ANTS, ARCHITECTS, INSURANCE OFFICES, PUBLIC 
COMPANIES, and Others.—Important suites of offices to Let in that 
imposing building known as Lonsdale Chambers, No, 23, Chancery- 
lane, comprising sets of two, three, five, and eight rooms, and single 
100me if de-ired, all jofry and well lighted, approached by noble stair- 
cases, end divided by well-arranged, spacious corridors; building fire- 
proof; patent lift; every sanitary convenience. Night ard day 
Watchmen provided. Strong rooms can be had.—Application to Mr. 
Geo, Beckett, Survesor, Estate Offices on the premises. 


FFICES to be LET, with Fire Proof Rooms 

SAVOY HOUSE, approach to the Embankment, fitted with 

every convenience, suitabie for Solicitors, Architects, &c.—Apply to 

Mr. Kersert, 37, Essex-street, Strand; Gzo. Rees, 115, Strand, 
nearly opposite Exeter Hall. 


ODEL SET of OFFICES, No. 7, Fenchurch- 
baildings, close to Mark and Mincing-lanes, just built, self- 
contained, and suitable for a firm of solicitors or a mercantile firm. 
Strong room, lavatorics, private water-closets for members of the firm, 
and other comven‘ences not foand in large biocks of buildings.—Rent 
£350 per anoom. Or wou'd be let in separate floors.—Apply to Messrs. 
Desexaau, Tewson, & Faruen, 0, Cheapside, B.C. 


UDGATE-CIRCUS (Close to).—To be LET, 

SUITES of OFFICES on the Ground Fioor, First and Third 
Pioors. The position is most centra’, near the Loans of Court and New 
Law Courts, and particula:ly svitable for public companies or inetitu- 
tions, socicties, eolicitors, &e. Tue Ground Floor, Two Offices, rent 
£186 per annum; First Vicor, Three Offices, £175, Three Offices, 
£196; Third Floor, Two Offices, for £35, £35, and £40 each set respec- 
tively. —Mesars. Devenmam, Tewsox, & Faumen, 46, Cheapside. 


EW PATENT NIGHT LIGHTS of PRICE’S 

PATENT CANDLE COMPANY, Limited, for burning in « 

giaes without the pap«r case. The Company reeommend these and 

thelr CHILL’S NIGHT LIGHTS, their GOLD MEDAL PALMITINE 

CANDLES and BEST COMPOSITE CANDLES, and their pure 

GLYCERINE. GOLD MEDAL ajain awarded to the Company at 
the PARIS EXHICITION of 1878. 


























ALEEWS CBYSEAL CASE WATCHES are 


euperseting others.—Prize Medals, London, 1662; Paris, 
161. Gold trom B16 ibe. ; Silver {som 6 68,17, Comnbllly $90, 
Regent-srest; 76, Krand. 





—~ -— === 
_ UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. | 
f | ‘HE following are the Dates at which the 
EXAMINATIONS in the Untvensrty oF Lonpon for the year 
1879 will OT , = sie teats 
MarrRicuLaTion.—Monday, January 13, and Monday, June 30, 
Bacuexros or Arts.—First B.A., Monday, July 21. 
Second B.A., Monday, October 27, 
Master or Ants.—Branch I,, Monday, June 2; Brasch It, Monday, 
June 9; Branch tit, Monday, June 16, 2 
Docror or LITERATURE.—First D. Lit., Monday, June 2. 
Second D Lit., Tuesday, December 2, 
Scontrrvrat Examinations.—Tuesday, November 25. 
BAcHELog oF Stience.—First B.S8c., Monday, July 21, 
Second B.&c., Mor day, October 20. 
Doctor oF wi pe ig ifs first twenty-one days of June. 
Bacuetos or Laws. sata on 6 } Monday, January 6. 
Docror or Laws,—Thureday, January 16. 
Bacue1os oF Mepicine,—Preliminary Scientific, Monday, July 21. 
: First M.B., Monday, July 28, 
Second M.B., Monday, November 3. 
Bacuetor or Surcery.—Tuesday, November 25, 
Master 1n Suactry.—Monday, November 24, 
Decror or Mepicine.—Monday, November 24. 
SUBJECTS RELATING TO PcrLic HzaLtra.—Monday, December 8, 
Bacuetor or Music.—First B.Mus., Monday, December 8, 
Second B.Mus., Monday, December 15. 
The Regulations relating to the above Examinations and 
may be obtained on application to Toe RraisTRaR OF THE Untyengy 
oF Lonpoy, meme tT | London, W. 
B. CARPENTER, M.D., Registrar, 
December 9, 1878. , ; 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS, 


This new Ink supplies the demand continual'y made but never 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left ia this ink for months do not 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. 
The existing Red Inks rapid!y destroy Steel Pens, and lose their md 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This new color 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty, The colour of this ink 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of great 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen, 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s.,3s.; and Imperial Quarts of 
40 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6. and le. each, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest sotie 














The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immediate mm 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
/*in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE CER 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com 
pinies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Flt 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeauty’-inn). i 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


BRAND AND 0©00’S OWN SAUCE 
Gours, PRESERVED PROVISIONS. 
POTTED MEATS and YORK and GAME PIBS, 
E§ SENCE OF BEEF, BREF TES, 
[uRtLe SOUP, AND JELLY, and othe 
G PECIALITIES for INVALIDS. 
CAUTION :—BEWARE OF IMITATIONS. 
11, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, W. 


IEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


A SLIGHT ADDITION OF THE EXTRACT GIVES GREAT 
STRENGTH AND FLAVOUR TO SOUPS, MADE DISHES, 
AND SAUCES, AND EFYROTS GREAT ECONOMY. 


IRBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
fern hae Ik caroe abe et ren Lai 


L224 COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
In use in most households thronghout the Kingdom. 





























L216 COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


Dec. 14, 1878, 
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